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I. INTRODUCTION 


Ep LE swe SSeS SS 


mae «6CUr PURPOSE 


Solving the unification problem of North and South Korea 
is one of the most perplexing issues in Northeast Asia. or 
the past thirty years this problem has proven to be insur- 
mountakle. Dicer Cat Lon Othe NOLth and South korea 
involves much more than the disagreement between these two 
countries. The ccecrfrontaticn also involves four great 
powers of the world: the United States, Japan, the People's 
Peemollic Of China, and the Soviet Union. Geographically, 
this confrontation cccurs in the backyard of three cf the 
four majer fowers. For all four powers it is where major 
National interests converge. The array of fortal and 
inforgal alliances E¢étween these four powers and the two 
Koreas further complicates the problen. This situation is 
extremely sensitive and volatile. Due to the sensitive 
Mature of the situation a complete understanding of the 
unification issue is a reguirement for ail policy makers 
involved. Thus, all available means that clearly outline, 
define, and explain the problem should be brought tc the 


attention of the governments involved. This is necessary 
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for two reasons. First, to understand the situation, (eee 
its ccmplexities, and the factors that afrect the strategies 
or the nations involved; second, to see what the availarle 
range of choices are upon which unification can be based. 
The unification froblem reguires the close attention cf all 
the nations involved. This attention is necessary if a 
peaceful solution is to be reached and a conflict on tne 
peninsula avoided. 

This thesis attempts to use game theory and LEargaining 
theory to analvze the unification issue in Xorea. It wae 
examine the nature of the dilemma in which the twe Koreas 
are caught, the strategies employed by both sides in the 
Situation, and the process of bargaining aS a means of 
Froducing a mutually beneficial solution for both Koreas. 
Game theory will provide a Fetter understanding of the situ- 
ation as it has developed and as it exists today. A more 
thorough understanding of the Situation will aid potas 
Makers in that: better policy choices can be made witha 
clearer understanding of the situation and, this knowledge 
can helr provide a better environment within  ‘Wieeem 
Fargaining can take frlace. 

Bargaining theory provides a means of analyzing the 
Frospects for agreement. But it cannot be separated fron 
game theory. Rather, bargaining theory must be treated as 


an integral element cf more general game theoreticai models. 
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PalLdqdineng theory can be used aS an aid in developing agree- 


ments fetweéen orfposirg parties. Some “CoOmeTiCct situations 
are relatively simple in nature. These will have at issue 
cne or at mest a very few points of contention. The solu- 


tion to such a Situation May be a simple yes or no. 
However; as conflict situations increase in complexity, the 
number cf pceints of disagreement will increase. Such is the 
case in Korea on the unification issue. A simple yes cr no 
ky both sides may seem to provide a Solution to the proclen. 
However, the underlying problems involved in the integration 
of the two countries actually make for an array of froklems 
#hat need to be solved. This is not necessarily bad. As 
the size of tne protlem increases, tne numvder of possitcle 
solutions also increases. 

There is in fact an infinite number of agreements that 
lie between the status guo and full unification. It is 
therefore net necessary to move directly from the status guo 
fomevull unification. If it were a Simple thing te de one 
would really have to question the motives of the two 
governments involved for not already solving the rrotlenm. 
feets in fact a highly complicated situation that is freught 
with deviation, misccrcepticn, and mistrust. Given a better 
understanding of the situation it 1s possible through 
bargaining to begin to move away from tne status guo to a 


point where both North and South Korea will be better off. 


ez 


Conversely, in moving from the status guo it is possible to 
reduce tke tension that currently exists between these two 
countries. 

The ~tasic model developed in this study is a Priscner'ts 
Dilemma model, which is a two-person non zero sum game. The 
structure of this type game closely resembies the current 
Situation in Korea cn the unification issue. The non- 
cooperative form of the game is explained first. et is 
non-ccoperative because of ene lack of communication and 
cooperation that has existed between the two countries. The 
game in the non-cooperative form displays the reasons why 
the situation has continued to exist Since the end ci World 
War II. The non-cooperative game exists due to the lack of 
any overt communication between the two plavers. This has 
certainly been the case in Korea. The lack of communication 
has prevented any move toward a solution of the unification 
issue. 

The next step is to show how the existing situation can 
be modiried so that the two KoreaS can move from a non- 
cooperative game to a cooperative type of non zero-sum game. 
In the cooperative game communication between the players 
can occur and thus bargaining becomes an important issue in 


resolving the conflict. 


ns 


Once involved in a bargaining situation it 1s fossitle 
to find a solution that satisfies both parties. has eso 
tion can -Ee defined in temporary or permanent terms. ec 
temporary, it becomes a small portion of what could ce an 
ever increasing set cf solutions. This growing number of 
small agreements could eventually lead to the outcome that 
would test benefit beth sides. An example of this is the 20 
Pilot Prejects proposed by the Republic of Korea on February 
Poe, 1982. If the South ana the North were to agree that 
total unification was the ultimate solution that rrevided 
the greatest benefits for both sides, then the process of a 
set of smaller agreements on lesser issues could conceivakly 
lead to unification, orasa minimum to the reduction of 
tension rFetween the two Koreas. This may be a necessary 
first step ina long frocess. 

A permanent solution is one in which the goals of both 
the Scuth andthe North are met at the conclusicn of the 
intitial bargaining encounter. This 1s extremely unlikely 
given the divergence of the possible solutions offered by 
€ach side, and the history of non-cooperation by both sides 
on this issue. Thus, the case in which a set of smaller 
solutions might lead to the ultimate settlement of the 
dispute is seen to have the most credence. This assumes, of 
course, that no catastrophic event such as war occurs that 


would provide an immediate solution to the problen. 
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Bargaining as the means of arriving at the outcome that 
best satisfies the needs of both sides becomes the central 
factor in the resolution of this conflict. In light .cfitm@ie 


fact that little has happened in Korea in this area, a new 


approach to the bargaining process 1s necessary. Roger 
Fisher and William Ury, from the Harvard Negotiation 
Project, have developed some novel approaches to the 


bargaining process. MTheir ideas of "principled negotiaticn'! 
can ke applied to the process of unifying Korea [ 1]. 

The models that are developed can be applied not only to 
total unification but also to lesser forms of conflict reso- 
luticn in Korea. Thus, even if total unification were never 
to occur these models are applicable to other areas such as: 
tensicn and arms reduction, some form of intermediate or 
partial unification, cr even the formalization of the status 


guo by all parties involved in the situation. * 


FE. DEFINING UNIFICATION 


~- 


Prior to developirg and utilizing the theoretical model 
it is important to define what iS meant by unificaticn. 
Unification of two ccuntries falls into what is known as 


integration theory Ey political scientists. A number of 


*Application of the models to these other areas will be 
develored further in the last chapter. 
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theories have been developed as to how and why integration 
eeeurs {| z |. integmattien Gr CWO COUNTIICS Can OCcCUr at many 
HevelS <coOcially, economicaily and politically. However, 
social and €conomic integration of two countries 1s accca- 
Flished more easily thane pOultlecal tntegrat 10m. This is 
true Eecause, of the three areas, only political integration 
requires a large measure of identification with the 
Community as a whole ,3}. This 1S especially true in Korea 
given the diametrically opposed political systems cf South 
and North Korea. 

Ernst Haas defines integration as a process "whereby 
political actors in several distinct national settings are 
persuaded to shift their loyalties, expectations, and peclit- 
ical activities toward a new center, whose institutions 
possess or demand jurisdiction over the pre-existing 
naticnal states" [4]. Leon Lindberg, also writing on the 
European Ccmmunity, defines integration as "the ovrccess 
wherebty nations forge the desire and apiliity to conduct 
foreign and key domestic policies independently of each 
cther, seeking instead to make joint decisions, or to dele- 
gate the decisior-makiny process to new central organs" {| 51. 

Amatal Etzioni has established a paradigm for political 
integration [6 }. In referring to political integration he 
defines the end product of the unification process as a 


Moolitical community". 
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A political community is a community that posseses three 
kinds of integraticn: (a) it has an €£fective ccna 


over the use of the means of violence; (b) it has a 
center of decision-making that is able to affect signi£- 
icantly the allocation of resources and rewards 
thrcughout the community; and (c) it is the donna 


focus cf political identification for the large majomeey 
of “pelitical ly awa ce cite foe 


Total integration and thus unification can only occur wken 
this rolitical conmuini ty Seo nmed. 

Harold Hakwan Sunoo discusses this fact in his bcok 
America's Dilemma in Asia ,8}. He argues that political 
integraticn involves a move to the political center by both 
Sides. This is difficult to accomplish since it “Giese. 
touches.the problem cf citazen toe oval ty oa. One school 
CL thceught. dadtgares Piae wetie best way to achieve pelitical 
integraticn 1s to start the process by focusing on linited 
functicnal areas such as economics and welfare [10]. 
Success at these tasks can then facilitate a gradual 
transfer of loyalties to the broader political unit. while 
this is true for ccmrplete unification it does not rcllow 
that the unification process must happen all at ocne time 
li 

In order to build a workable model the statements and 
proposals made by North and South Korea must be taxen liter- 
aun « This is to say that both governments are sincere in 


their statements and froposals and that they truly desire to 
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unify the country. It is possible that the twe Korean 
governments do not stand behind their rhetoric and frofgo- 
sals. Therefore ttkey may have other reasons for making 
their pfreoposals on the unification issue such as sustaining 
their pelitical regime in fpower. Or, as Gavan AcCormack 
asserts, "that propcsals by either side are not necessarily 
serious-they may well be offered simply to give the aprear- 
ance (to one's own side, to the other side, or to world 
Opinicn generally) of flexibility, and concern to seek a 
just and fair soluticn, and offered in fuli awareness that 
the fropcsal will be unacceptable" [ 12}. Tiemeunl tac at yon 
issue in this situaticn becomes the basis for the legitimacy 
cf the two governments. While both countries have differing 
fFlans as tc how this integration should take place, they 
roth agree that the ultimate solution is total and complete 
Meeclal, economic, fgelitical, and geographic integraticn. 
Total integration inallfour of these areas then Eeéecones 
the definition of unification on which the models will be 
kased. 

In taking the twe Koreas statements and proposals liter- 
ally, there are three assumptions that must Le made. First, 
roth North and South Korea are in fact saying what they 
mean. This implies government Support for their announced 
unificaticn policies. DeeoMliemeOulmmare Striving continu- 


cusly towards their ultimate goal of complete unificaticn of 
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thei Dwecuntry. Third, that there are in fact nutiva]) Sipe. 
ests in unification that are recognized by both sides. 

AS a point O£ devarmruce, the current proposais for the 
unification process as seen by the South and the North are 
presented. Their methods for acheiving unification differ 
greatly. Since they are so different, they have contrikuted 
to the lack of any meaningful dialogue between the North and 
the Scuth on unification. By sticking soiidly to tuese 
positicns, North and South Korea have been unable to afrect 
an agreement. Roger Fisher and William Ury refer to this as 
"hargaining over positions". This "fails to meet the Easic 
criteria of producing a wise agreement, efficiently, and 
anned ey aloe 

The DFRK proposal, given by Kim I1 Sunj at the Sixth 
Congress of the Korean Worker's Party in October 1981, is 


shown in Figure 1.1 [14]. The plan involves first estab- 


lishing a Supreme National Confederal Assembly with equai- 


representation from the North, the South, and overseas 
Koreans. A Confederal Standing Committee (CSc) would guide 
Froth regional governments and administer all affairs of the 
confederal state. The DPRK plan calls for the new ccuntry 
to be neutral and nen-aligned with no affiliations to any 
political Of Miilreany, alliance of bloc. North Kcrea nas 
established several fpre-conditions for the establishment of 
this ccnfederal state to which the South must agree. They 


aqrve ¢ 


uy, 





Supreme National Confeieral aAssemcriy 
(equal North and Souta representation and 
and appropriate nuaber of representatives 
of overseas Koreans ) 







PUNCTIONS: 

ico guide two 
autcncmcus regional 
governments. 










Confederal Standing Committee 
(number is unknown. CSC will take over 
2e-decide political|wken the SNCA above is not in session) 
affairs, national 
defense, fcreign 
affairs and other 
areas of gutual concern 








Combined national Army; 
{integration of North and 
PeeecO push forward tke South forces) 
uniform develcpment 


of the nation 


4. to realize unity 
and ccllaboration 
in all spheres 
Two autoncmous regicnal governments 


FUNCTIONS 


South Korea 1. te follow an independent North Korea 
peltey Withinuene limits 


consistent with the interests 
of the whcle nation 


2. to achieve a uniform development 


of the country and the nation 


Source: Tae-hwan Kwak, "Problems of Korean Political 
Integration", p. 24. 


Figure 1.1 DPRK Unification Pornmula. 
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1. tke e€limninaticn of fascist rule in the South, 

2. the repeal of anti-communist confrontation policy, 

3. the repeal of the National Security Law, 

4. the withdrawal of U.S. forces from South Korea, 

5. celease of political prisoners including communists. 

Figure 1.2 shows the ROK plan for unification. 2 ols 
plan invclves initial cooperation at a lower, non goverrn- 
mental level that would eventually lead to a unification of 
the two governments. This plan was proposed by President 
Chun Loo Hwan On Jamuar year pelicoce The first step would be 
the establishment of a Consultative Council for National 
Reunification. It would be composed of delegates from both 
the Nerwen. and the Scucn. The purpose of this Conference 
would be to draft a Constitution designed to establisna a 
unified democratic Kcerea. When completed the Constitution 
would re made law py a referendum held throughout Korea. 

The South proposed several interim measures that would 
be contained in an agreement on relations between the North 
and the South during the period prior to the establishment 
or the unified state. They are: 

1. relations between the North and the South should be 
Fased on the principle of equality and reciprocity 
pending unification, 

2e both countries should abandon all forms of military 


ferce and violence, as well as the threat to use such 
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A preparatory Conference tor the necessary 


Frocedures fer a North-South meeting 





Summit weeting between tne highest 
authorities Of Sthe North andesouth 


Conclusion of a Provisional Agreement on relations Lretween 
North and South Korea (7 Interim measures of national recon- 
Spt idticn ior National reunification) 


PorMatacon of a Consultative Ccnference for National unification 


Dideernrc Ormdmeconistlftuclon= name, basic policy, 





forms of government, national elections decided 


Approval of a unified Constitution through referendun 





Free yeneral election Ey unified Constitution of a 
legislature and a unified Republic government 





A unified Democratic Republic- ideals of national 
integration, democracy, liberty and individual well being 


Sourcé: Taer-hwan Kwak "Problems of Korean Political 
ieee gcation" p.26. 


Figure 1.2 ROK Unification Plan. 


force, and try for peaceful solutions to ail rroklens 
through negotiation, 

3. both countries should recognize the other's existing 
pelitical order and institutions and should not 


interfere in the other's internal affairs, 


ee 


4. both sides shculd maintain the regime of the arni- 
stice in force while working to end the arms race ani 
Military CcOnEwentaclom, 

5. roth sides shculd ofren their society to the cther; 
fer free travel and promoting exchanye and coofpera- 
EAO ny 

6. both sides should respect the otherts bi-lateral and 
multi-lateral treaties and agreements, 

7. j&both sides should appoint a plenipotentiary envoy 
with the rank cf cabinet minister to head a resident 
liason mission to be established in both Seoul and 
Pyongyang. 

These two roles for resolving the conflict are indeed 
miles apart. However, there are some mutual interests that 
can be identified. The main difference is not in theme 
that the ultimate interests are different, but on the 
vehicle necessary to achieve those interests. Since there 
are scme mutual interests, it becomes important in resclving 
the kasic conflict to (1) highlight those interests; and (2) 
to understand the complete range of factors that affect the 
Frocess of achieving those interests. One tooi availatle 
that can do these two things and thus can be useful in 


resolving the conflict is game theory. 
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Ge RELEVANCE OF GASE THEORY 


Martin Shubik, a leading game theorist, defines jane 


theory this way: 


Game tteory is a method for the study of decision maxing 
moe Situations of ‘conflict. It deais with humar 
processes in which the individual decision unit is not 
in ccmplete contrcl of cther decision units entering 
into the environment. It is addressed to problems 
mveiVing contlictey” cooperation, Or both, at many 
levels. The decision unit may be an individual, a 
ZLOUL, a for nadmeor an S2mtornal jorganizaticn, or a 
Society. The stage may be set to reflect pcimarily 
hom ticaimeeepSyChological,; "sociological, ‘economic, or 


other aspects of human affairs. Toe essence of a game 
in this context is that it involves decision makers with 
different goals or objectives whose fates are 


mocertwined. { 15 } 


The analysis of games will not furnish a normative code 
of hew to tehave ethically in any concrete situation, nor 
does it give us a ccmplete empirical theory of how feo;le 
actually do behave in real-life situations. Hence, we do 
not expect from game theory a reliable predictive cazpakility 
mieinternational politics. However, the general concensus 
among game theorists is that, when used correctly, game 
theoretical models can aid us in understanding and resolving 
conflicts. In the wcerds of Anatol Rapoport, "the achievment 
of game thecry, then, is that it relates precise concepts to 
conflict resolution that have hitherto had only an intuitive 


meaning or rather different meanings for different people in 
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differentveontexts aieiG |: Thus, it sms assumed, t haem 
ketter understanding of the conflict situation will te an 
invaluable aid in resolving the conflict. This is true 
since all players will be utilizing the "same sheet of 
music" from which to flay. With all the positive aspfects to 
ke gained in applying game theory to international relaticns 
it must not be assumed that there are no deficiencies. 
However, even after its deficiencies and limitations are 
recognized, yame tkeory remains a useful analytical tool 
[17]. More specifically the rational approach to game 
theory can bre useful in the following areas:* 
1. For coneep tual Clarification of how to define 
rational behavior in various social situations, 
2. for explanation of people's behavior (in cases which 
their behavior exhibit high degrees of rationality 
and therefore admits an explanation in terms of a 
raticnalistic theory) 
3. £or providing heuristic criteria for explanatoryeaga 
predictive thecries of social behavior, 
4. for providing a descriptive standard by which to 


judge the raticnality of people's behavior, 


= ec se ee ee eee eee ee 


*Rationality as applied to tre model in this Stud7aeae 
defined in Chapter 3. 
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Bee ccr ~Loviding tational Strategy reconnendations for 
the various participants. [ 18} 

This thesis will highlight and expand on the second and 

Marth pcints above. Game theory will be used first to 

understand the existing Situation. tire eliebesam tocol by 

which Foth observers cf and participants in the unification 


issue can gain a better understanding of: 


es 


Di 


the structure cf the game and thus the corflict, 

the ordinal preferences among a range of several 
outccmes for ccth players, 

the role the payoff structure of the fossitle 
outccmes flays, 

the risks involved in choosing one outccme over 
another or in moving frcem one outcome to another, 

how the payoffs of each outcome arfect players 
choices, 

what can be done to move towards a soluticn of the 
dilemma, 

what external factors can afrect the game's struc- 
ture ( outcomes, risks, and payoffs), 

hew any features of the situation concealed hy rhet- 
Oric may be exfosed, 

how percertions of the situation by the players might 
ke changed given the clearer understanding of the 


Situation as cutlined Ly game theory. 
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Knowing the range of available options and the effects of 
choosing one of those options is a key element in sclving 
the proklen. 

Secondly, specific strategy recommendations can be made 
as to how the two players can resolve the conflict. Tnese 
will be Fased on a set of rational choices derived from the 
study of the model. They can be developed in two ways. 
First, there are game theoretical solutions to Prisoner's 
Dilemma that have been provided by leading game theorists. 
These solutions can cnly be taken in an abstract sense since 
the studies of Priscner's Dilemma were done in controlled, 
highly twathematical situations in the laboratory. The use 
of these solutions in international relations is merely an 
extragpcelaticn of the conclusions gleaned from the results 
obtained in the labcratory. In the "real world" of interna- 
tional ccenflict these solutions may or may not work ina 
given situation. They would be subject to influences that 
cannot Fe readily guantified in the laboratory such as; the 
national will to act ina given situation, the bargaining 
style of the opponents, and the internal political fressures 
placed on the governments in trying to negotiate a solution 
to the dilemma. Therefore, general concepts as tec the 
strategies to be employed are the most important eiement to 
Fe gained from these laboratory situations, and the kasis 


for the reccmmendaticns in this thesis. 
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Second, there are historical studies of actual conflict 
Situations that can ke described in terms oz game tnecret- 
ical models. The best one by far is by Gienn H. Snyder and 


Making, and System Structure in International Crises [19]. 
In their study of twelve Twentieth century conflicts they 
examined hcw soluticns were obtained. They placed the 
conflict in a game theoretical context, by type of game, and 
determined the elements that resolved the Situation. This 
was done from the aspect of the bargaining and decision 
making that took place on both sides of the conflict. 

The key element in solving tne dilemma 1S bargaining. 
While Snyder and Diesing describe the elements of bargaining 
that were necessary to solve conflicts that have occurred, 
they do not discuss hew to bargain. For the purpose of this 
Study, a more practically oriented approach to bargaining is 


‘necessary. Suck an approach is provided by Roger Fisher and 


William Ury and is discussed in chapter 7. 


we 


II. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

The issue of unification is vitally important to both 
North and South Korea. It has been at the forefront of 
their fecreign policies since the establishment of their 
respective governments. Until recently, much of their diplo- 
Matic activity around the gloke was to elicit surrfort for 
their respective side on this issue. It was felt that this 
would lend a certain amount of ~legiPtinacy"yw tow aimee 
bargaining position. To understand the current situation in 
Korea on the unification issue one must have some knowledge 
of the histcrical course of events as played by both sides 
Since tke end of the Second World War. This period can be 


divided intc seven phases.* 


A. 1945-1950 


Witn the Cairo Ccnference in 1943 Roosevelt, Churchill, 
and Chiang Kai-shek declared that upon the defeat of the 
Japanese, “the three great powers are determined that in due 


course, Korea shall be free and independent". However, by 


*A more detailed chrcnology of these events is in Appendix 
A. 
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the time of the Yalta Conference it waS apparent Soviet 
interests in Asia would have to be accomodated. With the 
fall of the Japanese the US decided to aliow the parti- 
tioning cf Korea at the 38th parallel. US interests at that 
time lay more in Jagan, aiGeeeteeWaAS @felt Sthat the 38th 
parallel was as far as the US could secure in Korea, given 
the deactivation of much of its armed forces. While the US 
was engaged in occupying Japan and dissolving the Japanese 
armed forces, the ‘Scviet Unicn began in 1945 to move into 
the nerthern half of Korea and occupied it with a large 
contincert cf its armed forces. The United States and the 
Soviet Union held talks in May and October 1946 to discuss 
ways cf unifying Korea. These discussions did not solve any 
of the tasic differences between the two sides and were 
suspended indefinitely. 


The Soviets estarlished Kim Il Sung as the leader in the 


North. In his first statement as Premier of the DPEK, in 
Septemter 1648, he proclaimed unification to be the top 
priority of his government [ 20}. The Urited States, on the 


cther hand, in 1947 turned the unification issue over to the 
United Nations. The UN called for jgeneral elections to be 
held in all of Korea to determine a national leader. Ihe 
[TPRK refused to have elections in the North so the elections 
were keld only in the South. From this election came the 


rise of the Republic of Korea in 1948. With the Soviets 
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firmly ertrenched in the North, andthe US and UN Dacking 
the government in the South, the die was cast for the 
continued divisicn of Korea. In the late 1540's this situ- 
ation wage exacerbated by the decline of relations between 


the US and USSR, and the Korean War. 


Bee o 0 =a 


With the coming cf the Korean War in June 1950, ie 
became apparent that both the North and the South were 
seeking a military unification. At different points in the 
war both sides came close to achieving this goal. None of 
tae major powers invelved; PRC, USSR, JS, pushed for a final 
Military solution to the problem of a divided Korea for fear 
of it grcewirg into a new World War. This sentiment on the 
part of the major pcwers continues today and 1s one of the 
reasens that another try at military unification has not 
occurred [21]. The signing of the Armistice in 1953 diane 
settle the unificaticn issue. The terms of the Armistice 
were to be temcrary pending the conclusion of a lasting 
peace [ 22}. A peace treaty has not Leen signed and the 
terms of the Armistice still stand. This is another imfedi- 
Ment to unification. The ROK was not a Signatory of the 
Armistice. Consequently the DPRK feels they should net be 


included inany discussions concerning a permanent feace 


31 





treaty. This was amended in an offer made by North Kceréa in 
January 1984 that prefosed talks with both the Jnited States 


and the kepublic of Kcrea on the unification issue. 


ieee 1953-1961 


Mimi cmOor aA (litte dry  sOLlLutton tO the wniftication 
mesue Drcught in a era of a mutual standoff. The Southern 
regime of Syngman Rhee maintained a formal posture of 
wemxchain™ ("Northward march") to reunite the country, tut 
took ho concrete sters [23]. Ath hisesceuntry 1n rulnseand 
Mea result of his try at military Unification, Kin Il Sung 
began his guest for a peaceful Solution to unificaticn. In 
his report to the Sixth Plenum of the Central Committee of 
the Korean Worker's Party on August 5, 1953, Kim descrited 
the Significance of the Armistice as tne first ster toward 
the peaceful Solution of the Korean guestion and the first 
example of a contribution toward the easing of international 
tensicns [24]. 

The Geneva Conference on Korea held in June 1954 failed 
to settle the unification issue. The Conference was 
attended by the ROK and its 16 aliies on one side and by the 
DPRK, the USSR and the PRC on the other. The discussions 
Froke down over three issues that were favored by the South 


and firmly rejected Ly the North: (1) the authority and 
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competence cf the United Nations on the Korean gquesticn, 
(2) United Nations suyervised elections proportionate to the 
populaticn cf the whcle of Korea, (3) and the stationpagmee. 
United Nations forces in Korea until the creation of a 
unified, independent, and democratic Korea. [ 25] 

Cn the other nand, the US and the South refused to sive 
up any freedoms that were alive in the South as a result of 
the War. In December 1954 the United Nations Gerezral 
Assenmtly, after tke failure of the Geneva Conference, 
reaffirmed its goal of a unified, independent, and démo- 
cratic Kcrea that wculd be establisned by peaceful means. 
This was the beginning of the annual United Nations dekates 
on the Kerean divisicn that would prove to be of no avail. 

In 1656 and 1957 Kim proposed that international confer- 
ences cn Korea te held. The purpose of these ccnferences 
was: to guarantee peace in Korea, to achieve a North-South 
agreement nct to use military force, and the withdrawal of 
all fcreign troofrs [26]. During this period the North [regan 
a series of economic development plans. Chinese trocps were 
withdrawn from Korea in 1957. in the South, Syngman khee 
waS unable to stimulate economic development and could not 
Maintain control over the military. He was put out of 


office in 1960. 
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Scon after the overthrow of tne Rhee government, there 
was for the first time, a coolinj of the tensions Leétween 
mew nNOrEth and the South. Pelitical instability in the South 
led te the rise of the Park jovernnent. Students in the 
South were involved ina movement for national reunifica- 
tion. During this time period, the North first proresed its 
idea cf a confederal government. It was suggested under 
this plan that both countries would retain their pclitical 
systems and governmental activities on an independent basis, 
rut would jointly regulate their economic and cultural 
activities through a"supreme hational committee" [27]. 
Even though the North had proposed this idea of a confederal 
government, they continued to promote in the South the idea 
of arevclutionary struggle against the US andthe KOK 
government. The prceposal for a confederal government was 


rejected by the South. 


D. 1961-1970 


This period began with the rise to power in the South of 
Park Chung dee. His rervent anti-communist stance caused 
the Nerth tc examine its policies on security and unifica- 
tion. Within several months of Park's coup, the DFERK 
concluded mutual defense treaties with the USSR and the PRC. 


Throughout this pericd the North continued its two line 
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methcd of wunificaticn proposals: These proposals were 
highly eéentradictonm, = The first proposal was to Contam 
the revclutionary struggle in tne South against the US and 
the RCK government. The US involvement in Vietnam frekakly 
fueled this idea of a revclutionary struggle in the South 
Since the guerilla style of warfare being waged was seen as 
tkeing a successful tccl against the US. 

At the same time this line was proposed the North was 
also advccating unification along peaceful lines, through 
several intermediate steps. This confusion on wnitiveamien 
policy by the North combined with the anti-communist stance 
of the Park government contributed little to the advancement 
of unifying Korea during this period. As part of their 
drive for revolutionary struggle in the South, the North 
regan a massive campaign to strengthen its economic Erase anc 
its armed forces. LCefense expenditures grew at a rafid 
pace. The increase resulted from a perceived new threat as 
a result cf: the escalation of the US involvement in 
Vietnam, the deepening of the Sino-Soviet dispute, the FOK"'s 
participation in the Vietnagw War, the ROK-Japan normaliza- 
tion, the economic growth that had started in the South, and 
the growing strains cn the North's economy [28]. Incidents 
along the DMZ increased yearly during this period, culti- 
Mating with the seizure of the US ship Pueblo in 196€ and 


the dewning of a US EFC=-121 airerattein loa. 
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Nerth korea, seeing that its idea or revoluticnary 
struggle in the South was not working, embarked or anctker 
Moure ih Order to gain legitimacy for its position. fer 
began to elicit support from Third World countries in créer 
to gain a more favorable pOSItiOm., iInewrtne SUN (On the 
unification issue. The number of UN members voting for 
Fro-North Korean resolutions in the General Assembly 
mucceased from 21 in 1966 to 24 in 1967, 25 in 1968, and 29 
Moco, and 32 in 15/0 [29 }. 

Scuth Korea, in spite of its hard line stance during 
this feriod, made a proposal in 1970 that was intended to 
Ekegin a peaceful process of unification. The basic froposal 
centered on Nortn Korea ending its goal of military unifica- 
tO . The South said it would not oppose North Korean 
participation in the UN debates on Korea if the North would 
recognize the authority of the UN to deal with the situ- 
ation. The North rejected these proposals. 

Thus, Ly 1970 there was on both sides a change in their 
kasic hard line positions on the unification issue. Both 
sides had made what they thought were concessions, only to 
have them rejected by the other side. There was one cthker 
outcome of the struggle between the North andthe South 
during this period. The North Korean increase cf [Ecrder 
mniciaents, infiltrations, and the seizure of tke Puektlo 
caused the US to strengthen its commitment to the South and 


to begin the modernization of the ROK Armed forces. 
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In April, 1971 the North unveiled a proposal for unifi- 
cation that was a major Change from their past poliemers 
Soon after it was announced, Kim Il Sung stated for the 
first tize that the North would talk with the South Korean 
ruling party headed ry Park Chung dee. The South was icrced 
to accept the proposals for talks with the North for two 
reascns, one internal and one external. First, in thee 
elections, the opfesition candidate Kin Dae Jung cane 
extremely close to winning the ROK election. This forced 
President Fark into a Situation where he had to do as kis 
campaign had stated and work towards unification. Secord, 
the suprise announcement of US-PRC rapprochement made the 
future fosition of Korea as a whole look uncertain from 
Seoul and Pyongyang. 

While these talks did have some favorable outcomes, for 
example the establishment of a direct communications line 
between Seoul and Pycngyang, in the end the two sides could 
hot agree on the way that unification should occur. The 
North wanted unification to occur first on the governmental 
level. Alcng with that they desired that the armed fcrces 
of both countries te reduced and that the US withdraw all 
its troops from the FCK. The South saw unification cccuring 


aS a gradual process reginning with contacts on a much lower 
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Tevemm that wouldweSpread into m@the politicalwand military 
areas. The talks were broken off in 1973 aS each Side Saw 


the futility of dealing with the other. 


pee 1973-1979 


The Freakdown of the North-South talks began a period of 
mistrust and standoff between the two Koreas. While there 
were no Significant contacts between the two governments 
mtreLrng this period, there were some developments in Korea 
that fueled the Separation. In 1974, the North profosed 
that the 1953 Armistice be made the permanent peace treaty. 
This would cause the withdrawal of all US forces from the 
peninsula. The -idea was rejected by the US. The North 
began to conclude formal diplomatic recognition with nations 
around tke world. This was done to gain UN Support on the 
Korean guestion. Thus, in 1975, the North was able for the 
first tize to have aresolution in the UN on the Korean 
issue passed in its favor. 

The GS, under President Carter, announced in 19377 that 
all US cembat troops would be withdrawn from Korea. This 
announcmnent had two major effects in Korea. First, the 
North increased its Ecerder incidents along the DMZ. Several 
Major tunnels were found under the DMZ coming from the 


Perth. Second, as a result of the provosed US withdrawal, 
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the KCK armed forces began to be modernized and the kOK 
kegan to supply a majority of ae Own arms »for its fememeer 
The RCK economy waS growing at a fast rate and its trade 
around the world was expanding. By the end of 1978, (isa 
the North and the Scecuth had a certain measure of support 
from cther countries. The interests of the US, tne PRC, 
USSR, and Japan were firmly set in the region. The question 


of US trcop withdrawal was the major issue to be settled. 


G. 1979-1980 


1$79 was an interesting year in the unificatior arena. 
There was arenewWal of interest between the North and the 
South as-a result of the US-PRC normalization. Talks were 
held in early 1979, Eut did not prove fruitful. The dele- 
gates could not get fast the preliminary stages of creden- 
tials anc agenda. Tke US made a dramatic shift in its troop 
withdrawal folicy when it was announced tnat a new view of 
tne threat posed by the North would cause the US to keer its 
combat troors in Koréa. 

In July 1979, a joint communigue by President Carter and 
Fresident Park suggested that talks be held to reduce 
tensions between the North and the South. The Northeulta 
mately rejected tke proposal. The assassination of 


Fresident Park in late 1979 and the internal protlems of 
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Sexemeouth caused by the assSaSsination put projress towards 
Wapticaticn on hold. In January 1980, the North in a series 
cf letters proposed that talks on unification be held at the 
highest levels of the two governments. Talks were held over 
the néxt nine months, but again proved fruitless. There 


were no sukstantive unification issues discussed. 


Hee eo Oa -DRESENT 


ited dramatic change of policy, President Chun of the 
ROK proposed on January 12, 1931 that an exchange cf visits 
by the tcp leaders of the South and the North occur "without 
any corditions attached and free of Oplagarion''s (30). The 
North rejected this froposal cne week later. Later that 
year, in June, Chun proposed a summit meeting with Kim Il 
Sung, with the date and place of the meetirg to be chosen by 
the Nerth. This prcposal was also rejected Ey the North 
within a week. 

In. the early fall of 1981 the Red Cross, who had been 
instrumental in earlier tries at establishing dialcgue 
ketween the two Koreas, proposed a meeting of their repre- 
sentatives from the North and the South to discuss the the 
problem cf the division or families caused by the sefaration 
Meche country. In November 1981, the ROK Ministry of 


Culture proposed joint archeological work be perfcecrmed by 
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the North and the Scuth asa base for low level contaere 
that wight increase ccoperation between the two countries. 
In his New Year's Address in January 1982, President 
Chun called for the formation of a Consultative Conference 
on Korean Unification that would drart a joint ConStivcm@een 
for a united Korea. In February, 1982 the ROK Minister of 
National Unification called for joint cooperation on 20 
pilot projects for North-South exchange in “an Giiopcuees 
increase low level ccoperation. This proposal was firnly 
rejected by kim Il Sung who instead called for a UnitiGgapaan 
conference of 50 persens from both the North and the Scuth. 
However, as stated by Premier Kim, this conference would not 
have included many of the present political leaders of South 


Korea. 
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III. DEVELOPING A THEORETICAL MODEL 

Game tkeory is a specialized form of bargaining ané 
decision-making theory. It can be defined as a theory of 
rational decision making in confiict situations. It deals 
with human processes whereby one decision maker is net in 
complete control of cther decision making units that are 
involved in the yame. The decision makiny leads the plavers 
to cheese cne outcome over another. The interests of the 
players evolve from the values they assign to each of the 
possitle outcomes. Models of such situations, as they are 
perceived in game thecry, involve, (1) a set of decision 
makers, called players; (2) a set of strategies availiable to 
each player; ( 3) a set of outcomes, each of which isa 
result cr particular choices of strategies made fy the 
players cn a given flay of the game; and (4) a_ set of 
payoffs accorded to each player in each of the fossikle 
Outcomes [31]. 

Prior to the development of tne model it is necessary to 
discuss three concepts that affect the game. They are all 
integral farts of the game as it is played. To understand 
the usefulness of the model a policymaker must have a grasp 


of each area. The areas are: (1) the necessary reguirements 
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for a game to exist; (2) the definition of rationality eae. 
is applied to the model; and (3) utility maxinizaticn@as at 


is affected by rationality. 


Aw. GAME REQUIREMENTS 


In game theoretical terms the following elements are the 
necessary prerequisites for establishing a gane: 

1. two or mcre p-layers are tryinj to get the best of 
€ach other (zé€ro Sum game), or achieve a solution 
that is best fer both (non zero sum game), 

Ze a payor fee a set of payoffs which may mean various 
things to the players because of discrepancies if 
their vaiue systeas, 

3. aset of ground rules or guidelines which must be 
okserved if tke game is to be played according to the 
definition of the game, 

4. information ccnditions which determine the quality 
and guantity ci knowledge woich each player nas of 
the environment and of the choices made by the cther 
Elaver, 

5e the total environment in which the game is played 
whether fully perceived by the players or not, 

6. the interacticn of competing moves, in which every 
Choice by one may prompt the other to modify subse- 


guent choices. [ 32] 
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Micesmedatlonw 1nmewerea, LnSsoOlar aS the UWhiftiedticn issue 


is concerned, meets tne above criteria in that: 


ue 


there are at least two players (North and South 
Korea) and possibly more (US, USSR, PaC, Japan) who 
have a direct interest in the stalemated Korean situ- 
ation, 

there are payoffs to be achieved by both Scuth and 
North Koreamainm@total unification, the statusm@uo, or 
ina unification that would resuit in the country 
being controlled totally by one or the other, 

tke rules and guidlines which exist are such things 
as the 1953 Armistice Agreement, internationai law in 
general, and the constraints placed on the twe Kereas 
by their major supporters, 

the knowledge gained by each side comes from involve- 
Netti elo m werd community sceCOnoni caiiy \ and diplo- 
mMataically. The “information conditions Wiaeh exist 
then are the same as for the rest of the world conau- 
Taeya, : 

the total environment of the game is the current 
wcrld situaticrn with 1ts many complexities. ie 
therefore contains both knowns and unknowns based on 
the perceptions and misperceptions or the countries 


involved, 
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6. Gempeting moves have) occwrmed sineewe io. Whet ser 
these moves (froposais for a soiution) have -,~romoted 
a change in the other side's Subsequent chete cm 
deratable. Hcwever, some modification of tne orig- 

inal positions has occurred. 
In order to develop a tneory, we will assume rational action 
ty both sides. In dcing so, it is necessary to define what 
1S meant by rationality and more importantly how this defi- 


nition is te be applied to the game theoretical nodel. 


B. DEFINING RATIONALITY 


At the outset it must Ee assumed that the nodel relies 
on “rationaliy correct" behavior as opposed to aceuia 


kehavior that may OCCUE in “GORE et situauions, 


A theory of rational behavior in game situations will 
achieve its highest usefulness both ina theoretical 
analysis and in practical policy making only 220g 
supplies a unigue well-defined standard of rationality, 
1.@., a unique determinate solution, for.every possitle 
game situation-at least when we know the player's 
utility functions and the rules of the game, specifying 
the players’ strategy possibilities and tneir access to 
INECEMatVON and COmmUnt@eat won. 9) oem 


If one assumes irraticnality then it is highly unlikely that 


a worthwhile theory could be establisned. There would be 


few, if any, conclusions that could be drawn from a theory 


4s 


eased Of iIrraticnality. Wiech o Chuc = since 1r rationality 
would negate any logical premise drawn from a uodel that was 
kased on irrational LEéhavior. 

The Situation beccmes for the players a game that the, 
eee trying to win. That 1S, each player is attempting to 
achieve an objective which the other party in the game is 
eying to deny then. Likewise, one must assume that they 
meereve their Ofponert is actiny "rationally" andis ina 
pursuit of an objective by trying to manipulate or seccnd 
guess his opponent. 

It iS important to understand what is meant by the term 
tational. According to James March and Herbert Simon the 
classic notion of rationality has the decision-maker choose 
“optinal" strategies in the following environment: 

1. When we first encounter him in the decision-making 
Situation, he already has laid out before him the 


whole set of alternatives from which he will choose 


his action. This set of alternatives iS simpiy 
area V ee the theory does not tell how it was 
oktained. 

me «CLC each alternative is attached a set Of 


ccnsequences-the events tnat will ensue if that 
particular alternative is chosen. Here the existing 
theories fall into three categories: fae o sell rs 


—_——_ a <= ome ae cee > elles 


theories that assume the decision Maker nas ccr_.ete 


46 


and accurate kreowledye cr tne conseéyuences that will 
tcllow on eack alternative. (Db) xusk: theoriessiaiae 
assume accurate knowledge of a provability distriktu- 
ticn of the ccnsequences of each alternative je 
UBbGe rtd itn theories that assume that the ccnse- 
quences oft each alternative Eeluny to some sunset OF 
ali possibie consejyuences, but the decision aaker 
cannct assign definite frctabilities to the cccurence 
of particular consey vences. 

At the outset the decision waker nas a “utality func- 
ticno" or a "preference crderiny" that ranks all sets 
of ccnseguences trom the fos oreferred to the least 
preferred. 

The Gecision taker selects the alternative leading to 
tke pfrererred set of censeyueraces. In the Case or 
certainty the choice 1S aabdiyuous. In the case of 
Cask rationality is usually defined as tue chcice or 
that alternative for which tne expected utility is 
greatest. In the case of uncertainty the definition 
of cationality beccmes problematic; consider the 
worst set of ccnseyuences that gay Follow frcem each 
alternative, then select the aiternative wnose worst 


set of conseyuences is preferred to the worst séts 


attached to other alternatives. {; 34} 
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Miememale difheteultresewrruwtars Node: of rationality as 
March and Simon point out. rirst it only ajrees with tae 
common-sense notions or reality in the caSe of Certallty. 
Second, it makes three important demandS on the Chcice- 
making nechanisa. It assumes (71) that ali the alternatives 
eee choice are "jivern"; (2) tnat all the conséyuences 
attached to eacn alternative are known; and (3) that the 
Taticnai man has a ccaplete utility-ordering system for all 
possifle sets of consequences. 

Macreh ana Simon ~;cint out one preblem in fcationality 
assumfgticn. Since decision makers do not have all fossitile 
inforgzation about the cousequences of all available chcices 
they are "subjectively" and not "“objectiveiy" raticnal. 
Taus ratlionaiity depends on the "Lrame or reference" or a 
jJiven decision auker. 

Macch and Simon's theory of rational choice kas two 
fundagental elements: (1) choice 18S always exercised with 
respect to a limited, ap,»roxinate, simplified model of the 


meat Situation, (2) the elements of the detinition of the 


Situaticn are not "yiven" - that is, we do not take these as 
data of our theory - but are themselves the outcome of 
psychological and seccioloyical processes, iacluding the 


PROOSEeEr’s CWA activities and the activities of others ir his 
Pmayicrchmuent. [35] They ierive tneic deflaition of ratioca- 


ality given the "sukEivective" nature of the decisior takers 
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choice aS Fisdii, a “Satisfactory” aiternative 2s Oo eee 
the classic defiriticr in which Eine" | Wie 985 (ii ae eee 
mative is the goal. An alternative is "eptinal ae (1) 


there exists a set of criteria that permits all alternatives 
to De <Ccmneared jaa nda?) the alternative in gquesticn is 
prererred, ty these criteria, to all other alternatives. Ar 
alternative is "satisfactory" if: (1) there exists a sét of 
criteria that describes minimally satisfactory alterratives, 
ani (2} tke alternative in yuestion meets or exceeds all 
these Criteria <6 ]e 

The idea of ckcosing a Satisfactory alternative Bayer 
two Koreas will be assumed since it is based on the knowl- 
ecjc of the choices as seen by the two players. It Lemmee 
kasca cn criteria that contains ail possible kuowledy= agoeut 
the alternative choices. Thus in saying that” a cicme@eua. 
c.tsial for the two flayers, this assessment is be tasea on 
the fact that they are acting on the Knowled 'e thew ae 


that given yoint in the game. 


C. UTILITY MAXIMIZATION 


Game theory is cencerned with the participants choice of 
the most appropriate means to a given end. As can kEe seen, 
this can be expanded to mean not only choices of alternative 


means to a specific end but also choices among alternative 
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ends. This need for alternative ends arises Lecause it is 
not pessible to attain all the ends at the same tire. The 
players find themselves in a situation that has many 
possible cutcomes with different valies assigned to each 


cutcome. 


The individual must consider how to achieve as tuch as 
possible, taking into account that there are others 
whose goals differ from his own and wnose actions have 
an affect on ali. The decision maker in a game faces a 
mm Ces- ~ULPOse soptiztization problen. He must adjust his 
plans not only to his own desires and abilities Lut also 
to the desires and abilities of others. [37] 


In the case of the twce Koreas, this is tne choice among war, 
the status guo, a rpeaceful unification*, On Unification 
under either Communist or Democratic rule. Borrowing froa 
econcpic theory, in crder to achieve a certain end a player 
must Ee willing to forgo the tLenefits of the ends that were 
not chosen. One then creates opportunity costs that must be 
Forn when choosing one end over anotner. AS in €concmics, a 
player will attempt to maximize his benefits from a set of 


given ends. This i¢ defined as his utility function. in 


> <p oe > ee eee eee ee oe 


*"Peaceful unification" is used for the lack of a ketter 
tern. What is being referred to 1s the optimal solution 
Mhech both North and South Korea say they desire. This 
would be a solution that wouid ailow a peaceful unification 
to occur that would satisfy the majority of both sides goals 
and desires. While the chances seem remote for this to 
happen, it is nevertheless roth sides ultimate goal. 
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defining the utility function cne must remember; 


the usefulness of Simple utility maximization as a defi- 
nition of rational rtehavior is largely restricted to the 
Casé of Certainty; in which the choice of outcores of 
alternative actions are kncwn to the decision maker in 
advance, because tkey cannot be intluenced significantly 
by chance or the actions of other individuals. iC are 
remained for modern decision making theory to find a 


more satisfactory definition for rational behavior in 
the cases of risk and of uncertainty. This has been 
acccmplished by showing that in these cases, iz a given 
decisicn maker‘s choice behavior satisfies the aprfro- 
priate rationality postulates, then it can be repre- 
sented as maximization of his expected utility. [38] 


The definition cf "Eounded" rationality as presented by 
March and Simon satisfies these requirements. This is true 
Since a rational player is defined as one who attempts to 
Maximize his gains and minimize his losses based on his 
knowledge and the constraints of the situation as it exists 
at any given poirt in time. 

Tke choice among alternative ends is based on utility 
Zunctaons fcr @eeach eayere. In choosiny a given outcome, 
thereby deriving the benefits of the payoffs (utiiitiés) 
from that cutcome, a given player must take into account two 
factors. First, tke choice between payoffs gained frem an 
cutcome must be weighed against the payoffs a player forgoes 
in net choosing other outcomes. This choice is based tcstiy 
on the opponents perceived choice of outcomes since they are 


in an interdependent relationship. As rational actors, they 
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are utilizing bounded rationality as tne basis for their 
choice cf cutcome. Both players wili try to maximize the 
gains received ror their side. 

Second, the players must take into account the risks 
involved in choosing a given outcome. This gets at the 
heart cr the dilemma. In the case of Korean unification 
this idea of risk avoidance explains why the status guo 
continues. The paycfifs to be gained by mutual cooperaticn, 
as represented Ey ccmplete unification, are conceivakly 
greater than the payoffs a player would receive from contin- 
uling the status quo. However, the players continue to 
choose the status guo since the risks of taking a chance at 
cooperation are rferceived by the players as being great. In 
Doving towards the jcint cooperative outcome a player risks 
the chance of being deceived by tne other player. This 
would cause his payoffs to ke smailer than if he remained in 
the status quo. This would leave the opponent, the player 
who did nct cooperate, with a payofr higher than what he 
receives frcm tke status quo. Thus each player, in chocsing 
an outcome, must balance the payoffs to be gained from that 
cutcome against the risks involved in choosing that cutcome. 

In sinple terms, there are advantages and disadvantages 


rr % 


that a player must ccnsider when chooSing an outcome. Tne 
players choose an outcome given the information they know 


about how that choice will affect them, their percepticn of 


how their choice will affect the otnere lay ce and their 


kest guess as to what choice their Opponent will make. A 
player knows how the first one will affect hin. The ¢s¢eead 
and thiltdumtactcrs Mare bkasically unknown. Therefore, 


anythiny which increases the players knowledge in these two 
unknown areaS will increase the chance that they wili choose 
the outccme that has the highest mutual payoff and least 


risk £0r “betheplayveree 


D. TYFES OF GAMES 


There are three general classifications of games. 
First, there are games orf chance. An example of this type 
of game would be crafs. Second, are games of skill. These 
are characterized by most types of sports. Third, are games 
OL strategy. A strategy isa set of instructions which 
state in advance how a player intends to select each move 
until tne end of the game, taking into account the knowledge 
that he will have available at the time at which he is 
calied upon to select his move [39]. The key element in 
this type of game is that choices are made by the players 
rFased cn conditions set by the game itself and the choices 


made Fy cther players. 
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It is possible that chance can be an element of games or 
strategy, cEut unlike tne actual olayers, Chance has no 
vested interest in the outcome of the jame. The essence of 
this type of game is that it involves decision makers with 
different and competing goals, interests, and objectives. 
Chance and skiil are an inherent part of international rela- 
tions, hcwever, these two types or games in their pure state 
do not have a direct application to the international arena. 
As components of games of strategy they do play a frart. 
Thus, only games of strategy have serious applicaticn to 
international relaticnrs. 

Within games of strategy three groups can pe identified: 
(1) games with identicai interests, (2) games with opposite 
interests, and (3) games with mixed interests. Ee 
attempting to describe international relations, games with 
identical interests have littie or not utiiity. Thererore, 
the application of game theory to international conflict in 
general can be done in terms of opposite interests or mixed 
interests. Games with opposite interests are known as zero 
sum games while those with mixed interests are known as non 
zero sum, variable sum, or mixed motive games. [40] 

Prior to developing the game theoretical model it 
becomes important to understand whether the situation in 
Korea is to be viewed in terms of a zero sum game or a hon 


zero sum game. 
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1. Zero 5um Games 


The zero sum game is characterized by the fact that 
the sum cf all payoffs 1s equal to zero. Inherentiy then, 
anythinj that one player wins the other player loses. These 
gains and losses, tc be truly zero sum, must be Grae 
egual. Chess, checkers, and two person poker are pure eéxan- 
ries cf this type game. 

The applicaticn of the zero sum concept to interna- 
tional contliet has limi tec it ea 0 oe meer To ilies 
trate this point Kennetn Boulding devised the fcliowing 


examrle. 


We may ask with some justification why anyone would ever 
play a truly zero sum game. The long-run gains for each 
party are clearly zero, which will be true in any game 
of aksclutely fair gambling. Unless, therefore, there 
are payofis in terms of excitement of the pleasure of 
piaying the game for its own sake, there would be no 
incertive to clay the yame. It is easy to devise a game 
where, at the equilibrium mfinimax one party has a posi- 
tive gain but the cther party must have an egual icss 
and hence will refuse to play che game. If A tries to 
brite the other party to piay the game, he will have tc 
pay him at least a penny, in which case A's gain is 
reduced to zero and B's raised to zero. This 2S. 
trates a fundamental principle that, in the zero sui 
jame, there can be no britery, for the bribe would have 
to ke so great as to make it not wortnwile for the 
briber. Bribery always sujgests some kind On 
positive-sum game. [42] 
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Kenneth N. thaltz in his boox wan the State an 


tou 
= 


rot: 
Perc coLet meal Amalysis also sees littiec Wiality Mf trying do 


describe the actions of states in the international systen 


in tergus of the zero sum game. 


In a zero sum yame, the protlem is one-of distributicn, 
Meteat all one of production. But the activities in 
which men and states are engaged seldom correspond to 
the zero sum model. The protlem may be on of production 
as well as distribution. The game, in tne terminolgy of 
von Neumarn and Morgenstern, becomes a general game. In 
a general game, "the advantage of one group of players 
need not be synoncemous with the disadvantage of the 
others. In such a game moves-or rather changes in 
strategy-may exist which are advantageous toc cecth 
groups. In other words, there may exist an opportunity 
for geruine increases of productivity, simultaneously in 
all sectors of society." This is a Situation in which 
we have not just a pie to divide but the problem cf how 
much pie to make as well. [43] 


Waltz £trther explains that the game under these condition 
-Can mcve towards two extremes: (7) 1t may become a siarle 
propléem in maxinizaticn, all the players may cooperate to 
make the largest pie; or (2) all the olayers may te so 
intent on tne questicn of how the pie already in existence 
snould te divided that they ‘forget about tke possibility of 
imcreéeasing the amount each wiil have by working together to 
make more of it. Thus, instead of a Simple maxipbization 
problem, the game reverts to a zero or constant sum gane. 
There is ancther possibility. It may be that notody likes 
pie, cr that everybody likes something else better. In this 


case the game is not rlayed at all. [44] 
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Given the limited use Of zero sun games in 
explaining internaticnal relations, 1t 1s easy to see why 
Pie -CCDSiIict Seen North and South Korea is not zero sum. 
The two Koreas fall into Waltz‘'s second category descrited 
above. The gains and losses involved in any interaction 
would not be equal. In the context or unification, it would 
be an oversimplification to think that any agreement, no 
Matter how smali, would involve concessions Dy "the Nene 
South that would be equal. Beyond that, a zero sum game 
assumes exactly opposite interests at the start of the yame. 
In Korea, the two players have a mutual interest, the unifi- 
cation of their country. Thus it is the means to acheive 
their ultimate interest and not the interests themselves 
that “apes ne oppost cen. The South and North will stand to 
koth gain and lose in total unification. These gains and 
losses would not be equal on both sides since identical 
Situations do not exist in the two countries. The situation. 
then Feccmes one with both mutval and conflicting interests, 


Or a NON Zero Sum gale. 


2. Non Zero sum Games 
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There are mutual interests involved in the situation 
in the cenflict between North and South Korea- It wails 
cooperation in order to achieve these interests. The tyre of 


game that best fits is the non zero sum or variable sun 
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game. This type of game is characterized by having rot only 
rewards for mutual cooperation, but also penalties for 
mitual ncn-cooperaticn. A variable sum game is net cnly a 
game of competition, insofar as the contestants try to win 
from cne ancther; but they are also games of coordination, 
in that these players will also jointly gain or lose 
according to their ability to coordinate their mcves in 
accordance with their common interests ,; 45). 

Ihe study and application of two person non zerc sui 
games is more complex than the simple zero sum aodel. Such 
things as the relative power of one player versus the cther, 
the relative amounts of gains and losses for each side, and 
the strategies employed by each side must be taken into 
account when Soong this type of game to a real Situation. 
Anatol Rapoport and M. Guyer have established that there are 
in fact 78 types of two perscn non zero sum games [4€}. The 
Variations in .the games are derived from the symmetry or 
asymmetry or the game based on the ordinal classificaticn of 
tne preferences for a set of given outcomes. Tnese varia- 


tions tended to make the majority of tne games asymmetric.* 


*The asymmetry described here comes from the structure of 
the crdinal preferences in defining the game. It is a func- 
tion of the relative power differences between the two 
players of the values achieved by choosing one outcome over 
another. 
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The two-perscn game that will be developed if tke 
next chapter will shew that»in the case “of Korean unaiiea- 
tion the game is symmetric as far as the ordinal ranking of 
the possible outcomes is concerned. Each sides best choice 
is the others worst. Both are striving for the same uiti- 
mate goal, unification, while being caught in the status 
quo. What 1S not symmetric is the payoffs that each side 
would receive from e€ach given outcome. It would Fe an 
impossible task to try to guantify the amount of payoffs 
that wculd bre received or even the ratio of the payoffs for 
each side fcr a given outcome. Knowing the amount of the 
payoffs that each side would gain from a given outccre is 
not a frerequisite tc an understanding of the game and how 
ast works. It is important, however, to realize that there 
ace differences in the payoffs for eacnh side that would be 
derived frcm a given cutcome. These differences will flay a 
part in the latter stages of the game. Given that the gane 
upon which the model will be based is symmetric, at least 
from the point of view of the preference order cf the 
outcomes for both sides, there are still two other factors 


to be determined pricr to the establishment of the icrmal 


model. 

Pose Sit, the two person non zero sum game can be 
played in two ways; ccoperatively or noncooperatively. The 
distinguishing factor between them 1S communication. Dnga 
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cooperative game, tke players are permitted to communicate 
heehee cae@h cther directly and to exchange IHeoOrhatl oO nae 6 
advance concerning their intended choices. ie a non- 
cooperative game, overt communication is not permitted Eut 
the choice cf each piayer becomes obvious to the other arter 
every play. There is however, a slight ambiguity in this 
terminology. Even if a game 1S non-cooperative insorar as 
mpe Cules crohibit cvert or direct. communication, it .is 
possitle for the flayers to cooperate tacitly through 
inferred communicatica, by which one player interprets the 
other's intention from the kinds of choices he makes ina 
long series of plays [47]. In the cooperative game, conau- 
nication pecomes the ey to achieving a Gutuaily acceptatle 
soluticn. It 1s, in effect, a bargaining situatior in the 
ciassical sense. 

In establishing the model, the non-cooperative jame 
will fe assumed. Mhis basicaldy fats themcurrent Simtuation 
vis a vis the two Kcreas. There is at present ne fermal 
communication between the two on the issue of unification. 
Tacit comnunication dces occur in that statements are made 
Ey both sides on the issue but are subject only to interpre- 
tation by the other side. There is no formal communication 
that deals with the best cooperative way to acnieve a solu- 


tion to the problen. 
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Second, a distinction is made if the literatupe 
ketween utility and game models. Utility models focus on 
the payoff space, that is on the issues in dispute. Game 
models focus on alternative Fargaining strategies, or the 
ways of dealing with the issues ,;48]. Utility models are 
concerned with the actual bargaining situation while the 
game models are concerned with the strategy and tactics of 
the players. The gpeodel to be constructed for this study 
will be the game modél variety since the main concern is to 
examine strategies for resolving the dispute. The 
bargaining frocess itself wiil be dealt with as a separate 
issue. The model as established wili aid in understanding 
the current ree Beyond that, the model wiil act asa 
tool in seeing hcew to move from the current non-cooperative 


game to a ccoperative game. 
E. TEE MODEL: PRISONER'S DILEMMA AND UNIFICATION 


Two ovriscners accused of the same crime are kept in 
separate cells. Cnly a confession by one or both can 
Peau wo TeCuvae tlio If neitner contesses, they can he 
convicted of a lesser offense, incurring a penalty of 
one month in prison. If both flead guilty of the Wagon 
crime, toth receive a reduced sentence, five years. Te 
one confesses and the other does not, the first gces 
free (for having turned State's evidence), while the 
other receives a full sentence, ten years in priscn. 
Under the circumstances 1S it rational to admit quiityes 
deny it? If my fartner confesses (so each priscner 
might reason), I stand to gain Dy confessing, “fon ww 
that case, I get five years instead of ten years, if i 
don't confess. If, on the other hand, my partner does 
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mot. GOnLess, it is still to my advantage to contess, for 
a ccrfession sets ne free, while otherwise I must Serve 
a month. Therefore I am better orf confessing regarc- 
less of whether my fartner does or not. mine Veactrer", 
being in the same situation, reasons the same way. 
Consequently, both confess and are sentenced to five 
years. Had they not confessed, they wouid have been 
sentenced to only a month. In what sense, therefore, 
can cne assert that ‘to confess' was the prudent (or 
Bational) course of action. The anecdote is attrikuted 
to A.W. Tucker, and the game depicting the situaticn has 
been christened appropriately "Prisoner's Dilemma". ae 
1s an example of a two-person non-constant-Sum game, cne 
in which some cutcczes are freferred by both players to 
other outcomes. The dilemma arises from tue circun- 
stance that in the absence of Communication and hence of 
making binding agreements, there 1S no way of rational- 
Mzeng Ehe Choice of action, Wien tiaeetake ne by DOtn 
players, Lrenefits [cth. [ 49] 


FLiscner*s Dilemma is the type of atwo-person game 
which has a configuration of payoffs that gives both rflayers 
dominant incentives, in the absence of an enforceaLkle agree- 
ment to the contrary, to choose strategies that together 
yield both players aless deSireable outcome than if beth 
had made opposite chcices. The game can be either coorera- 
tive cr ncn-cooperative in that overt communication between 
the piayers may or may rot be permitted. In either case the 
choices, or alternating plays, o£ each side become okvicus 
to the other side after each round of play. In the case of 
Korean unification the plays are the alternating propcsals 
made Ey each side in an effort to elicit cooperation fron 


the other side. 
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Toe situaticn in Korea can be viewed in simple 
game-thecretical terms as a conflict between two parties 
whose interests do net fully coincide. Poth sides assume 
dirtferent values they can derive fron the range of rpossicie 
outcomes of the situation. They also Maintain a percegriay 
of the values for each outcome tnat the other player pight 
concéeivarly receive. This tyre of game can be represented 
by aréectangular array or matrix. The horizontal frews 
represent the decisicns available to one player whiie the 


vertical cclumns represent the decisions available to the 


other playér. The cells of the matrix represent the 
outcomes of these decisions (Fig 3.1). The numbers in the 
cells can represent (1) the ordinal preference or the 


possitle decisions fcr each player based on the value, or 
payoff, cf that outccme and his perception of the value, or 
payoff, of that outccme for the opposing player; Or (2) 
actual values, in real or relative terns, of the payctt 
derived frcem a given cutcome. 

In a zero sum game the values of the payoffs are 
synmetrical. What one side wins, the other side lceseés. 
Thus, in a zero sum Situaticn, the outcome is the result of 
the relative power fositicns of the two players. Each 


plaver has a best, or most rational Strategy thatiiyeeee 


63 


Maximize his gains and minimize his losses. Given that roth 
sides act rationally, they each have a "best" choice avail- 
able to then. 

In a non zero sum game the situation is nuch 
difierent. The values of the payoffs derived from the situ- 
ation are not exactly the same for both sides. This then is 
Pemose crucial foint. The resolution of the conflict in 
this situation can go beyond the simple choice of each side 
for its Own most rational choice. It becomes possible 
merough Mnegotiatiom ome arbitratwone to gmoeint out to toth 
sides a ccmpromise sclution. This solution may not meet 
both sides expectaticns as regards the payoffs frem their 
optimum choice, but it can t&aximize gains and tinimize 
losses fcr each side such that the conflict is resolved. 

In using a 2 X 2 matrix aS a model, its limitations 
must kre reccgnized. Glenn Snyder and Paul Diesing outline 
these linzitations as follows. First, their interpretation 


is Sinilar to other mcdels of rationai behavior. 


Gaming models do nct describe the actual play of experi- 
mental surjects; tkey set up a pattern of constraints on 
the playerst choices, and these constraints reward and 
punish the players in certain ways and induce them tc 
behave in certain ways as tney learn to master its 
dynamics. Sao la Cy, the 2X 2 game can be used to 
descrire the basic structure ot the crisis situation, 
that is, the game. [50 ] 
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Secend, they estabiished that the alternative 
choices available tc the players are not necessarily 
specific strategies but general directions in which specific 
strategies may travel. The choices are so limited because 
of the ccnstraints fiaced on the players by their range of 
knowledge about the choices and the outcomes of those 
choices. 

Snyder and TCiesing make a further distinction 
ketween two kinds of matrices: objective and subjective. 
The okjective matrix represents the real structure of the 
Con hier. It consists of the ways in which the rilisgamy 
diplomatic, and econcmic acts of each player actually afrect 
the cther. These ways are determined by the actual resources 
of the players, tke manner in which the resources are 
depicyed, and the resources and probable actions of the 
cther participants [51]. The subjective matrix or each 
EBlayer consists of their own valuations of possible cutcomes 
and his estimate of tke valuaticns of the other player. 

It 1S virtualiy impossible to construct an okjective 
Matrix since the objective situation is not fully known and 
cannot be quantified. Even if the objective situation were 
Known it is of such fluid nature that an accurate matrix 
could not tke constructed. Therefore, a composite matrix 
will ke constructed displaying both North and South Korea's 
ordinal preference of outcomes and, inherently, the esti- 


mated ordinal outcome preference of the other player. 
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ae Prisonerte Dilemma as a 2 X 2 Matrix 


B 1 B2 
(C) (D) 


Al 
(C ) 


AZ 
(D) 





Fagures. 1 Prisoner's Dilemma as a 2 X 2 Matrix. 


Figure 3.1 shows the Prisoner's Diiemma as a 2 X 
Sue (| O2 )]. Glteis Subject to the following conditicns: 
1. 2(x1) is greater than x2 + x3 1S greater than 2(x4) 
2. x23 is greater than x1 
3. x3 iS greater than x2 
G4. x4 1s greater than x2.* 
Nc" and "D" represent strategies in which players r,yould 


"Cooperate" or "defect". 


ee ee ee, ee ee ee ee ee a 


*The values that the variable 'x' would have assigned 
wculd come frcem a statistical analysis of the utility 
functions of each outcome for each player. The 
values that will be listed in figure 3.2 represent 
tke crder of choice of the available outcomes, and 
Rct the probability of that outcome for the players. 
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What this méeanS is that for both player 
strategy 2 dominates strategy 1 (A2 dominates Al for the row 
player and B2 dominates B1 cor the column player). 
However,the choice (Az,22) results in a payoff (x4) to each 
fFlayer smaller than (x1), the payoff associated with choice 


fad men) Soe 


2. Korean Unification as a 2X 2 Matrix 
Given these fcur outcomes: 
1. “ypeacef ul" uniticaewen, that is, having tke issue 


settled by barcgaining ani putual agreement regardless 
of the political system (both sides ultimate gcal); 
2. unification under a ccmmunist regime (ROK accefting 
the CPRK's present proposals) ; 
3. unification under a democratic regime (DPRK accefting 
tre ROK's present prcposals) ; 
4. Maintenance of the status guo; 
1t is possikle using the abcve matrix (figure 3.1) to show 
unification as a2 x 2 matrix. This matrix is shown in 
Rep Ube teu 1e The nugters within the guadrants are a repre- 
sentation of the order of preference among tne four chcices 
for each side. Thus North Korea‘ts choices in order cf fref- 
erence are: 


1. unification under a communist systen, 


2. "peaceful" unification 
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North Korea 


ed ine, aa 
Pcesition PoSsimelon 
(C) (D) 
2 
Momdant y Communist 
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Figure 3.2 Korean Unification as a 2x2 Matrix. 


mee ethne status quo, 
4. unification under a democratic systen. 
South Korea's order cf preference among the choices 1S: 
1. unification under a democratic systen, 
pee "reacer ui" unification 
Be the status guc, 
4. unification under a communist system. 

What can be said about these rfrour outcomes as they 
apply to the Prisoner's Dilemma? Hinst, wmeltoen Ncrth nor 
South Kcereéa sees the status yuo as the worst chcice. 
Second, each side sees the opponents most desired cutccme as 


its worst posSible cutcome. cesta ly each side prefers a 
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"peaceful" unizicatwen" to wmthe Status quo. And Taseiae 
neither side prefers a "peaceful" unification" to its own 
kest choice. The result of this is, as in the matrix in 
figure 3.1, the preferred choice is the dominating strategy 
for beth North (22 dcminatings B1) and South (A2 dominageamg 
Al). Specifically, North Korea prefers a communist settle- 
ment of unification tc either the status guo or a "peaceful" 
unification. South Korea prefers a democratic settlement to 
€ither the status quc or a "peaceful" unification. Thus, 
the dilemma that faces both sides is: since neither side can 
have its own best chcice, they settle for the status guo. 
This is done in spite of the fact that the possibility of a 
peaceful settlement to unification is exists (a “pe@d@eumam 
UnIE Leatieny es tude might be better for ctoth sides than their 
CW, JGPelnalcheidce- Neither side can choose collective 
interest over self interest because they are forced to 
assume that the other will follow the most prudent ccurse 
fo anie Thus, as in the explanation of the Priscner's 
Dilemma, koth sides decide it is in their best interest to 
"confess" and therby maintain their own best choice as their 
bak Gaining eosi elon. This causes the status guo to remain 
in effect. 

The basic prctklen, Simply stated, is to get both 
players to move from choice A2,B2 (Status Quo), tc choice 


Al,B1 ("Peaceful" wupiticatyvon). Solving the dilemma then 


og 


kas two components. First, the game structure must be roved 
Poom NCn-ccoperative to cooperative. This would tegin 
interaction between the players at one or more leveis. 
Second, as the game reves towards being fully cooperative it 
rkecomesS a Classic bargaining situation. Ane the 
BeaEgadipning process is crucial to the resolution of the 


eentlict. 
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There is little guestion that the four major powers, the 
GS, PRC, USSR,”and Japan play 4 vital pete ia orean aveLr 
interests extend far Leyond the unification issue. In areas 
such as economic or security interests, their policies and 
roles as actors in the region are relatively easy tc iden- 
feaiets yee Their involvement in the unification issue however, 
is less clearly defined. Therefore, discussing unification 
cannot te done withcut examining the role that the four 
major powers play. There are five guestions that must be 
answered in order to get at the real nature of the four 
fower's involvement. They are: 
1. What are the effects on the Prisoner's Diiemma game 
when more than two players are involved? 
2. What are the interests of each of the powers in 
Kcrea? 
3. Can any of the four fowers play a third party ingen. 
mediary role? 
4. Do the four major powers want Xorean unification? 
5. What influence do the four powers have on the acticns 


of €ither of the Korea's? 
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A. GAME THEORY AND TEE FOUR POWERS 


There are two pessible roles that extra players ina 
game can have. Pree, the extra players can be direct 
participants on egual status with the other players in the 
game. Thus far, tke discussion of Korean unification has 
centered on the zx Zz matrix. If the role of the four major 
fowers is that of egual players, the game is no longer a two 
Ferson game, but beccmes what in game theoretical terms is 
described as an N-person game, with N peing the number of 
players. The complexity of the game is increased ¢énor- 
mously, Since the matrix 1S no longer a 2 x 2 matrix but an 
Nex N matrix. The fpermutaticns of interaction, strategies, 
and ccenflicts becomes so enormous that constructing a model 
for ccnflict resoluticn is a nearly impossible task. ie oS 


this dilemma tyre game that describes the international 


relations arena. Mees LOG =sthae Bedsonetnat Internat ional 
relations theory ig so complex and diverse Pa Tes 
explanations. 


The question to fe answered 1s whether or not Korean 
unification, with the four power involvement, is to be 
viewed as this type cf game. Mito ismeSlttlatilon existed, 
€ach individual player in the game would be on the same 
level. That is, they would be direct participants in the 


eemelict. As regards the four powers, this is not true for 


two reascns. First, the level of involvement of the fceur 
rowers 16 not the same aS that of the two Koreas. Bos 
thirty years, unification has been at the forefront of the 
two Kcrea's domestic and foreign policies. This cannact be 
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said fcr the four outside powers. The risks and the payo 
involved frem each of the four possible outcomes are not the 
same for the outside fowers as they are for the two Koreas. 
Second, the situation in the international arena for the 
four powers and the two Koreas 1s auch different. Tne tfeur 
powers action or lack of action is easily affected by ctker 
"games" ocr conflicts in which they are involved throughout 
the wecrld. 

The second way in which the role of the four outside 
powers can ke viewed in the context of Korean unificaticn is 
ry means of "alliances". What then are the effects that the 
alliances would have cn the unification issue? Studies have 
Showh that group size may have an effect on cooperation in 
gaming situations. There are two important factors to 
understand. First, i1£ the goals and interests oz the 
players in a jroup are for the most part the same, then the 
game, inthis case the Prisoner's Dilemma, 1s in realy 
reduced again to a twe person game. The factors tnat affect 
a two person game that have been previously discussed would 
apply in this situaticn. This means that it is possible the 


two Ofposing sides; the DPRK, PRC, USSR, andthe US, ROK, 
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Japan Bay themselves be caught in a "Prisoner's Dilemma" 
that is larger than the one that involves the two Koreas. 
This intéergretation assumes that there is no linkage retween 
the players on each side. This is definitely not the case. 
Even cn the unificaticn issue, the four powers seem to have 
more in common (xeefping the status quo) than they have 
differences. 

Second, the relationship reéetween the size of the group 
and the amount of cccperative behvior demonstrated may be 
positive cr negative depending on the way in which indi- 
vidual and group paycffs are affected by variations in the 
pmze,y OL the group [ 55}. The relative payofrts for each 
member of the group fcr each of the outcomes will aiso have 
an effect on the amcunt of cooperation exhibited by each 
player. The larger the group size, the iess cooperative 
renavior is exhibited [56]. The effect that the four powers 
have onthe unification issue can best be determined by 
looking at the interests each has in Korea, and determining 
wnether or not anycne Put the two Koreas really want 


Meee ication. 
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Bouse THE, INTERESTS OF THE FOURMEONERS 


Given what each cf the four powers gets from its rela- 
tionship with the two Koreas one almost have to question why 
the peninsula is deemed to Fe so important. There is 
undouttedly a feeling on the part of the four that since 
they had a hand in tke division of the peninsula they should 
do what they can to resolve the situation. Beyond that, the 
interests of the four powers in Korea must be viewed in the 
context of the international arena. 

The Soviet Unionts interests can be viewed frem a 
historical rerspective. They saw the supposed temporary 
division of the peninsula in 1945 as a way of expanding 
their influence in Asia. They have always been reluctant to 
give up what they have gained. More recently, their irter- 
ests in Korea can be viewed in the context of Sinc-Soviet 
relaticns or, the lack thereof. Likewise, Caina's interests 
must Fe viewed in the context of it's relations with the 
Soviets. It alsc has an interest in keeping a Secure ene 
with Korea. This is much easier to do if a communist nation 
is in’ control of thateebouier. For both the Soviets and the 
ERC the idea of a Communist state in power in the North 
seems to be a better bet than taking a chance, should 
hostilities occur, a country which is less amenable to their 


influence would be the result. 
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Japanese interests can be viewed from the perspective of 
their main foreign pclicy goals. The first of these is to 
keep Northeast Asia stable. This will allow for the rest of 
the goals to be met. Second, Japan desires to keep goadj 
relations with the U.S., Europe, the PRC, and anywhere else 
where there are strong economic ties. Third, the Japanese 
desire te spend as little on défense as will be allowed. As 
long as the U.S. is involved in Northeast Asia, the Japanese 
defense commitment can be kept to a mMininua. 

The U.S. interests in Korea are based on two factors. 
First, the U.S. has strateyic interests to protect. Being 
involved in Korea allcws a legitmate excuse for the derfloy- 
ment of U.S. forces to the Far East. Second, wand pnokably 
more important, U.S. interests in Korea have Japan written 
all over them [57]. The Japanese lay at the forefront of 
Misc. ASian policy. It ais therefore logical to expect 
some Sinilarity between the actions orf Washington and Tokyo 


as regards Korea. 


C. THIRD PARTY INTERVENTION AND THE FOUR POWERS 


The -tasic questicn to be addressed here is whether or 
Meemscne CL the Four major powers can play the role oz inter- 
mediary in an attempt to settle the unification issue. In 


the next chapter, the use of a third party is discussed as a 
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means of increasing communication and trust between two 


parties in a conflicw@ The Llotermediary shouid be a disin- 
terested party. This is a necessity in order to jet and 
Gaintain the trust cf both parties in the confiict. AS 


experimental studies have shown, to increase cooperation and 
trust there must either be a mutual like or dislike cf the 
intermediary by both farties in the conflict. None of the 
four powers meets either one of these criteria. Based on 
these twe factors the chances or one of the major powers 
involved in Korea actiny as a third party in order to 
increase cocperation are remote. The US, while officially 
Statince tkat it backs efforts to unify Korea, has dene 
little te ,aid the situation. In order for the US to act as 
an intermediary, it would have to establish relaticns with 
North Korea. Se far no administration has been willing to 
do so. 


tne USSR is preverted from aiding unification fer three 


reascns. First, there is the chance that they would, under 
a unified Korea, lcse their influence over the Korean 
government. This they would never stand for. Seccnd, "ie 


tensions between the USSR and the PRC keep the USSR from 
recognizing the ROK. Third, the pasic ideological struggle 
with the US would prevent them from acting as an 


intermediary. 


Wl 


Moe rhe 1S Erevented £LOM acting aS a thltndeepdinky, for 


three major reasons. First, the state of Sino-Soviet rela- 


tions. Recognition of the SOK would upset this altready 
precarious Situation. Second, the Sino-American relaticns 
that have been gfcwing since i972 epighnte = be adversly 


affected. Third, PRC relations with Japan would decline. 
The Japanese do not like the idea of a unified Kcreéa. 
Ifa feacertul soluticn were found it would leave a iarge 
econcmic and military power that would be in increasing 
competition with then. Tia iitaGyesco ution Was TOU cccur 
in which the North won, the Japanese would have a large 
communist nation in close proximity. Should that ever 
eccut, Japan would risk losing itS economic influence in 
Korea, ccnfront the prospect of countless anti-ccmmunist 
Korean reruyees fleeing to the nearest hospitable shore 
thereky ajgravating Jaran's already tense relations with its 
Korean ethnic minority and complicating Tokyo's new ties 
witn the new Korean regime, and - perhaps - risk being drawn 
paeectly into the war aS a combatant. {58] Japan is ina 
uniyue Situation. They are, because of their relationsnip 
with both the North and the South, the most iikely candidate 
to act as athird farty in increasing cooperation between 
them. They are not, however, a disinterested party. be 2s 
this fact that would make it difficult for the Japanese to 


act as an intermediary. They also have the most to lcse in 


78 


a unified Korea. Japan realizes that a unified Korea would 
te akle tc close the economic gap with them at a much raster 
pace. The Korean's eon become Serious competitors for 
trade throughout the world. They would never be able to 
compete head to head with the Japanese, but it is conceiv- 
able that their share of the market could grow large enough 
to get the Japanese wsorried. One would also have to gues- 
tion what effect the united armed forces of Korea would have 


cn the Japanese rearmament guestion. 


D. THE DESIRES OF THE FOUR POWERS 


Thus far it has keen determined that aithough the fcur 
powers have interests in Korea, (1) they are not tied to 
unification, (2) from a game theoretical point of view the 
four powers are neitter direct participants in the game nor 
can the game be described as any more than a two perscn gare 
that has interested cnlookers, and (3) that none of the four 
powers are €ither willing to or could act aS an inter medaiaa 
in the situation. The next logical question to answer is 
whether cr not the fcur powers are truly interested in the 
unification of the Kcrean peninsula. 

The fcur powers have expressed and will continue to 
express their desire for unification. They aii, however, 


view it as a long term prosrect and as such prefer net to do 


TES, 


anything which might upset the status guo. tne four powers, 


as Donald Zagoria has argued, are essentially checkmated. 


Mime Soviet Union, China, and the U.S. are all mere 
comfortarkle with the status guo than any of them would 
be with any foresecaple change. In particular, as long 
as Etoth the Soviet Union and China fear any move that 
Might drive North Korea closer to the other major fower, 
both tke Soviets and tne Chinese will feel their manuev- 
Seaeelity is limited. [59 ] 


There are means Ly which the unification issue can be 
resolved. The first is by means of conguest. The. Jjakiela-— 
hood of Such an occurrence is distasteful to all the four 
outside powers involved. Second, it 1S possible that negjo- 
tiation cf an agreement can solve the probiem. The negctia- 
tions might involve cne of the four powers, but this is net 
likely. Should an agreement occur, another problem then 
surfaces. Inherent in any agreement is a means to folice 
tne agreement. If cre of the four powers were involved in 
the negotiations as an intermediary they would then be the 
most lixely candidate to act as tne policeman of the agree- 
ment. The key reascn none of the external powers want to 
risk "guaranteeing the guarantee" 1s Simpiy that none - 
despite rhetoric to the contrary - see any Significant gains 
from a unified Xorea [60]. The other means of obtaining a 
negotiated solution to the unification problen is to hav2 
the twc Koreas negotitiate the agreement either thrcugh a 


non-~interested third farty intermediary or by themselves. 
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E. THE FCUR POWERS INFLUENCE ON THE TWO KOREAS 


The four powers whiie having a stated interest in Kcerean 
Uma £ 1eaeaon will take no actions that will tarkedly chap 
the status guo. . It has peen argued that the majcr fewers 
are néither wiliing ter able tc promote significant frogress 
toward the unificaticn of Korea [61]. The four powers are 
not willing to force the unification of Korea since, for 
differing reasons, none of the four would prefer that 
cutccme. This 1s true now and will probably hold true for 
the forseeatle future. The four powers then take a aands 
eff pelicy as regards unification. An example of tnis was 
seen in early 1984 when the North proposed talks that for 
the first time included the ROK with the U.S. This is sonme- 
thing the U.S. has pushed for since the 1953 Armistice 
Agreement. Had the 0.S. really been interested in unifica- 
tion cne would have to guestion the motive involved in rot 
taking advartage of the North's concession. The main reason 
that the four powers may prefer not to deal with the unifi- 
cation issue is that "progress towards unification may tend 
toward an inverse relationship to stability in the eyes of 
the majcr powers" [62:. a#ayne Patterson argues that the xey 
factor driving the four powers policy toward Korea is 
Stability. This is dcne however, at the expense of progress 


towards unification. He further argues that as a result of 
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mererLOuUL Lowers chocsing the” stability side of the inverse 


relaticnshirf, there are two prespects remaining. 


On the negative side, as lony as the major powers prize 
Stakility above all eise in Korea, this has come to nean 
a Conmemmuation of the status quo,@i.c.ye divasionm.Such 
an assessment is indeed bleak for the prospects for the 
eventual reunification of Korea, and if accurate, 
Suggests less lik¢elihood in the coming years. Cn the 
positive side, if this analysis is valid, it suggests 
that the initiative and will toward reunification 
resides within Korea itself. [63] 


The game thecretical analysis tends to support the fact 
tnat the power to sclve the dilemma is held by the two 
piayers themselves. It has been demonstrated that the four 
powers are onlockers in the Baeie two-person game. This 
does net mean that they have no interests in the situation 
or that they do not derive payoffs from the choices made by 
the players in the game. The four powers also can exert 
roth a fositive and negative influence on the situaticn. 
The situaticn is analogous to a football game. The rour 
powers, like the spectators in a stadium in reality have 
littie influence over the tactical play of the game. This 
is reserved for the ccaches and the players. However, like 
acrowd at a football game, the four powers can influence 
the psychological spirit and feelings of the teams as they 
play. In dcing so they can have a net positive or negative 


effect on either one or both of the teams. Thus, as the 
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spectators in aw game»must accept themetactaieal sdecisi cies 
the coackes and players, the four major powers must accert 
the decisicns of the two Koreas on unification and adjust 
their pcolicies to best serve their national and strategic 
interests based on those decisions. The two Koreas wiii be 
making a great mistake if they either wait for Support fron 
the four pecwers cr wait for an initiative to come from then. 
The fcur powers may not individually or collectiveiy iike 
the fact that the two Koreas might be discussing unifica- 
tion, but kecause cf their relationships with one anctker 


wili have te abide by any decisions that might be made. 
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V. MOVING FROM A RCN 


Korean unificaticn, as it exists today, can be descrited 
in terms of a non-cocyerative, Non-zero sum game. In this 
form the kasic Prisoner's Dilemma is extremely dirtficult to 
solve in such a way that the mutually optimal chcice is 
gained by roth sides. If a sclution were to be acheived at 
mis ECint, it would most likely be the one in which tie 
status guo (joint competetive solution) were formalized. 
This would mean that both North and South Korea would 
receive a lesser amcunt of payoffs tnan they would if the 
dilemma were solved fy moving from the joint competitive 
cutcome to the joint cooperative outcome. 

The Prisoner's Dilemma assumes that no communication 
cccurs between the two detainees. Even though some discus- 
sion (ccoperaticn) has occurred between North and South 
Korea on the unification issue, it is structurally a renr- 
cooperative situation. That is, each side must icrmulate 
its position in a void as to the other side's intentions and 
strategies. However, some tacit cooperation can be shcwn to 
have occured because of the series of proposals and counter 
Fropcsalis (plays) made py North and South Korea over the 


years. Each side in the conflict must then act and react 
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according te the plays mad@ Fy the Othepee a: With no 
formal communication réetween them they must depend on their 
percepticns to determine the intentions of the other player. 
Thus, each side's perceptions of tne other side's intenticns 


are a the major aspect of the game. 


A. UNIFICATION AS A NON-COOPERATIVE PRISONER'S DILEMMA 


In order for a solution to occur that is close Comers 
joint cooperative outcome, two things must happen. Ti peee 
the structure of the game must be chanyed from non coofera- 
tive tc cooperative. There are a number of ways te acccn- 
plish “this. The key to being successful 1s increasing 
communication and cooperation. Second, as the game soves 
towards a fully cooperative situation, the two players nust 
negotiate in order to make the move from the joint compete- 
tive cutcome to the joint cooperative outccmte. Prior to the 
initiaticn cf formal negotiations, both players must under- 
Stand several facters that affect a cooperative gane. 
Examples are threats made by a player, thre effect cf inter- 
dependence cn cooperation, the symmetry of the game, and 
some psychological factors such as image loss. Once both 
Sides gain an understanding of these factors and Low they 
relate te the cooperative game, the process of formal nego- 


tlaticns can begin. 
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Malvern Lumsden, Mimo YO. — thers CyoCrus “Cconilict, 
surveyed the game tkeory literature and arrived at seven 
ways to effect change in a non-cooperative game [ 64}. This 
change is manifested in the movement towards a cooperative 
game. These seven factors are applied to the Korean unifi-~ 
cation issue in crder to determine what steps are necessary 
to create a cooperative two person non-zero Sum game. Uron 
reaching a cooperative game the situation can be handled 


through negotiation. 


Wem Licplaying the Matrix 


Cisplaying the matrix of outcome preferences tc each 
Side may Ee an iagportant aid to conrlict resciution. 
Studies by Anatol Rapoport and A.M. Chamnah have shewn that 
1f both sides ina game have the outcome (payoff) matrix 
displayed in front of them, their cooperation increases. 
[65] While not allowing negotiations or cooperation between 
the twc sides, it insures that there is less chance for 
mispercertion by eitter side as to the order of preference 
of the cutcomes invclved for each side. One important 
reascn fcr this is that one or both sides tav misperceive 
the other's utilities for one or more outcones, so that, 
subjectively, they play a game different from the "real" cne 
[ 66 j. Karl Deutsch in a discussion of game theoretical 


research notes: 
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cooperative behavicr doubled in frequency when the 
payceff matrix was prominently and continuously displavyei 
to Eoth players throughout the game. This effect was 
observed, even thcugh all the players had been told of 
the payoff matrix at the start of the game, and their 
gains and losses were reported to them after every play. 
This finding may add some Support to the view of 
Immanuel Kant and cther philosophers, that fuller aware- 
ness of their own Situation will make men more likely to 
behave cooperatively and morally. [67] 


As a theoretical example, 1& North Korea thought 
that South Korea had as its last preference the status guo, 
then Ey threatening war the North could get the South to 
accept a ccmmunist unification. If both sides were cyer- 
ating with Similar misperceptions, they would go to war 
rather than accept their actual last preference in the 
Cutcone” (payor f) eStrvecrnEee: 

By displaying the structure of the game, pet 
Flayers cain a realistic understanding of the situation as 
it exists. Statements and proposals made by one player can 
then ke taken as stated by the other player since the inter- 
pretation of that statement or proposal is more accurate 
than it weuld be if the players were operating in a void as 


to the structure of the game. 
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At this point a basic guestion aust be askec and 
answered. That guestion 1s: what are the minimum esential 
factors needed in crder to have a cooperative exchange? 
They are kasically a mixture of intention and expectation. 
In a ccopferative exchange one player must intend to do what 
the other expects freer him and the other player must intend 
to do what his opponent expects from hin. Invaoing sozmone 
assumes that an ongeing relationship occurs. Pi Seese Ss 
logical to assume that some ferm of communication is neces- 
sary in crder to acccmplish a cooperative situation. What 
is communicated are such things as: intentions, expecta- 
tions, fromises, profpesals for modification of the gane, and 
threats. A means of enforcing rules and Sanctioning vioia- 
tions must also be established and communicated Ey poth 
partieés. 

| How then can communication be used as a vehicle for 
building trust? In experimental studies, Morton Deutsch has 


shown that: 


It is eévident that mutual trust can be established in 
people with an individualistic orientation through 
communication. Communication is likely to be effective 
in this area to the extent that the basic features of a 
cooperative interrelationship are made explicit in what 
1S ccmmunica ted. These Fasic features are (1) expres- 
Sicn of one's cooperative intentior; (2) expression of 
one's cooferative expectation; (3) expression of one's 
planned reaction to violations of one's expectation; and 
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(4) expression of a means of restoring cooperation after 
a viclaticn of one's expectation Las OCeunmer. so.) 


An increase in cooperation should result in moving towards 
the test rossible sclution for both sides. This has been 
shown to be true in solving Prisoner's Dilemma in experi- 
mental studies. Ore way to increase cooperation is to 
increase the communication that occurs between the two 
sides. This communication can occur at one or more levels 
at the same time. The North prefers that any communication 
that cccurs be dene at the national level. South Korea is 
more cpen to the type cf communication that would begin at a 
lower level, such as trade and cultural exchanges, and grad- 
-ually increase to the national level. The hope here is that 
an increase in communication would lead to an increase in 
trust Letween the twe sides. At a minimum, it would pfremcte 
an increase in understanding and thereby reduce the chance 
for risperception by toth sides. 

Even though this phencmena may occur, there isa 
pitfall. Increasing communication, and thus cooperamua 
means that in moving towards the optimum solution, some kind 
cf agreement has to fe reached between the two parties in 
the conflict. Tae inherent froblem then is; how is this 
agreement to be enforced. Unless complete trust on both 


sides exists, anything less than a completely binding and 
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enforceakle agreement would lead back to the same tasic 
dilemma. 

In the Korean situation, tne big guestion would te: 
who has the authority to punish or coerce? With the US,D&5C, 
USSR, and Japan all heavily interested in Korea for theizc 
Cwh reasons, and tke inability of the United Nations to 
Peete the unificatien issue, “this question is difficult to 
answer. What is apparent is that: (1) trust becomes a key 
factor ir any agreement noc matter how big or small that 
cccurs EFetween the twce Koreas and; (2) in the absence of a 
"Soliceman" for any agreement, the tension between the sides 
must te reduced to alleviate a crisis situation from occur- 
Ging should a real or perceived deviation from any future 
agreement occur by one or both sides. ee 

In the akbsence of an established means of ccmmunica- 
tion the ganze can not move towards a cooperative situation. 
There is much to Ee gained by opening communications. 
Conversely, there are virtually no negative results invclved 
for either side. Wkether the two sides talk directiy or 
Meeougn ad third party 1S not important initially, although 
communicating through an intermediary may ease the domestic 


Fressures arplied to the two governments. 
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se Inerea sings leis 


Morton Deutsch, states that 14 a contlict Sitwaren 


An individual may ke said to have trust in the cccur- 
rence cr an event if he expectS its ocurrence and his 
expectation leads to behavior which he perceives tc have 
greater negative mctivational conseyuences if the expec- 
tation is not ccnfirmed than positive motivational 
conseguences if it is confirmed. [69] 


In experimental research of trust and suspicion, Deutsch 
utilized the Prisoner's Dilemma aS a means of testing a 
number of hypotheses. Prisoner's Dilemma is a good vehicle 
in this type research since the gains and losses incurred by 
each person area function cf the choices nade by cne's 
fartner as well as those made Fy oneself. |. 

Some of the findings from the research done by 
Deutsch are: 

1. There are social situations that, ina sense, do not 
allow for tke possibility of rational individual 
kehavior as lcng as the conditions for tutual trust 
de not exist. 

2. Mutual trust is most likely to occur when people are 
pesitively oriented to €ach other's welfare and least 
Jaikely to occtr when they are negatively oriented to 


€ach other's welfare. 
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Mutual trust can occur even under circumstances ih 

which the pecryle involved are clearly unccncerned 

With each other's welfare, provided that the charac- 

teristics of the situation are such that they leaji 

one to expect onets trust to be fulfilled. Scme of 
the situational characteristics that may facilitate 
the development of trust appear to be the followings: 

a) the opportunity for each person to know what the 
Other perscn will do before he commits himself 
irreversibly to a trusting choice. 

b) the opportunity and ability to communicate fully a 
system for cooperation tnat defines mutual respon- 
Sibilities and also specifies a procedure for 
handling viclations and returning toa estate of 
mutual cooperation with minimum disadvantage if a 
Viola tao nm cccurs. 

c) tke power to influence the other person's cutccne 
and hence reduce any incentive he may have to 
engage in untrustworthy benavior. 

d) the presence of a third person whose relationship 
to the two players is such that each ferceives 
that a loss to the cther player is detrimental to 


his interests vis a vis the third person. [70] 
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Ey increasing trust between the two Koreas, a fosi- 
tive increase in cccperation is possible. in orden. 
accomplish this idea, athird party is almost a necessity. 
Through this third party it 1s possible to grbadually Grog 
trust by producing kehavioral results “which giwe “dumeer 
feedback to the fparticlipantsep71ijws Third party intervemeion 
in which the negotiations of international crises were 
conducted [y a mutually trusted intermediary have froven 
successful. In Korea the use of an intermediary is a fessi- 
bility since a face to face meeting on substantive issues 
has not cccurred. One advantage of using an intermediary is 
that there is a fallkack position for the opponents to which 
they could withdraw without directly taking the blame for 
thelr rigid stance f{ 72}. This also allows the adversaries 
to disavow the estatlished communication channel at any 
given point. In doirg so the dispute does not grow into an 
immediate crisis, but in fact is no worse than before the 
third party communication link was established. The role of 


the intermediary can ke described in this manner. 


If cutsiders involve themselves in a conflict situaticn, 
the question has freen asked in many cases what their 


role can be to help promote a settlement. The first 
stage is the collection of information and the identifi- 
cation of issues; second, insight is needed into the 


history and the emctional tone, or affective load of the 
conflict; third, alternative positions are explored; and 
finally, public opinion must be nobilized. [73] 
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AS a Binimum, a third party could creak through the initial 
Darraers Of the ccnflict and get negotiations started, 
therery alleviating the crisis nature of the situation. the 
establishment of open communications, as Anbassador Walker 
has suggested, is cne of many methods tnat are rossible. 
Any amount of joint ccoperation will have a positive effect 
ch the trust between the two countries. While at less than 
fmeeits diplomatic devel, this “opening of the door" ain 
economic and cultural areas would help over time to Evilda 
certain degree of trust. Efforts have been made in the past 
to establish these small links, but have so far been unsuc- 
cessful in building a basis on which increased trust can 
grow. 

There 1S egncther way that third party intervention 
can ke used to increase trust. The previously discussed use 
of a third party 1s cne in which a symbiotic relationship 
existed retween the game players and the intervening farty. 
However, experimental studies by Morton Deutsch and James 
Farr have shown that if two people are in the same relation- 
ship te a third party, a bond may be established that right 
not otherwise exist. This ite weesuUbReect 1S in a hostile 
relationshir to a third person and he perceives that ancttker 
person is also in a hostile relationship to the third 
perscn, the subject will develop a friendly relaticnship 


with the other person" , 74}. Conversely, parallel results 
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have keen oktained by Deutsch, Farr, and others that show 
the same effect when then relationships with the third farty 
were friendly rather than hostile. This fact Supports the 
former suggestion that if a third party intervenes who is in 
a Symbiotic relationship with both game players, trust can 


eaSily be increased. 


North Korea 
(C) (D) 


Communist 
Peaceful/Joint Controlled 
(C) Urification Unification 
SOU en 
Korea bee 
Democratic 
Controlled Status Quo 
(D) Unification 





Figure 5.1 Korean Unification Matrix. 


Given the matrix structure displayed in figure 5.1, 
it is fossible that a change in the reiative values of the 
outcomes for each side may heighten cooperation. It has 
rFeen shown that by changing the payofrs of the choices it is 
possible to effect a change in the joint-cooperative outcome 


(C,C) and the joint-ccmpetitive outcome (D,D). 
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If a significant increase in payoffs to toth sides 
from cutcome (C,C) were possifle, then cocperaticn would 
increase. A decrease in the paycffs From outcome (D,D) such 
that it would become the least preferred outcome would have 
two effects. It would first change the Prisoner's Dilemma 
to the game of Chicken*, and would in turn increase 
Seeoperation. [| 75} 

Another way cf increasing cooperation would come 
from a modification cf the matrix in such away that the 
possibility of war is decreased. This can be accomplished 
in several ways. First, any movement by both sides from 
choice (D,D) to choice (C,C) lessens the possibility of war. 
Second, by establishing effective communication between the 
two sides it becomes less likely that one side might 
perceive the payoffs of choice (D,D) and (D,C) or (C,D) as 
keing egual. Once ferceived as being equal there is no 
incentive nct to take one's first choice, which in this case 
is (D). In all liklihood, this would mean war. A Jolt seroly 


through negotiations it is possible to come to an agreement 


*The game of Chicken is described in this way: two 
drivers in two separate cars are speeding towards each 
other. They are both faced with the choice of cooperating 
and swerving away at the last moment or in continuing 
straight ahead. If cne swerves away and the other does not, 
they both live and the player who did not swerve is the 
winner. If both swerve, they both live and there is no 
winner. If neither swerves away they are both killed and 
again there is no witrner. Unlike Prisoner's Diitemma, there 
1s ne reward for mutual cooperation. 
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thay yeould Secress, t5e cha®ce Cf Yat. In Korea this commed 
be a formalized Non-Agression Pact signed by both parties: 
In dcing so, the choice by Both players of the joint Coote 
ative cutcome (C,C) is enhanced. This is true in the sense 
that choice (C,C) wceculd have a more predictable, jpositiv2 
cutcome than the high risk first preference, (D,C) or (C,D), 
of éither North or Seuth Korea. The payoffs of choice 
(D,D), the status guc, would Le reduced making it easier for 
koth sides to cooperate and jointly choose outcome (C,C). 
The threat of military intervention by a third yaw 
is ancther way of modifying the structure of the matrix. In 
the case of Korea this is not Lreasible. The four outside 
powers that are involved in the region find it difficult to 
act unilaterally due to the constraints placed on then by 
their relationships with the other outside actors. It is 
Fossitle to see the economic and military power that wouid 
come f£rcm@ a united Korea. However, with the interests of 
the U.S., USSR, Japan, and the PRC intertwined in Korea, it 
would be diificult to affect a change in the existing faycff 
structure through third party unilateral intervention. It 
is possible that in deing so, Since the basic structure of 
the game is changed, the chance of nostilities is increased 
and if started could easily escalate into international 


eonirentatien. 
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Even if no action by either side is taken the matrix 
is mcdified by the passage of time. There is a possibility 
that, as time goes Ly, values underlying the conflict will 
Fe superseded by § new VaIveS = aeOnateCl yer tO COOLeErative 
behavior { 76}. If the values do change over time it may be 
possifle to utilize a third ccuntry to increase cooperation 
ketween the North and the South. This would be done in the 
role of mediator in that the third party would assist in 
establishing contacts between the two Koreas. Pe eweu ld not 
include the threat cf military intervention. Ideas alonj 
these lines have been presented by Richard L. Walker, the 
present 0.S. Amkassador to the ROK, in a paper presented to 
the Symposium on Functional Approaches to Unification in 
March 1980. His ideas include using a thicd country to: 
open up dialogue, increase trade by indirect means, and to 
help establish open communications between the two Koreas. 
ie | 

There are, however, negative aspects involved in 
viewing time as a vehicle for matrix aodification. AS tine 
passes "the status guo (now three decades since the end of 
the Korean War) approaches the status of tradition and as 
such becomes ever more entrenched and less likely tc be 


altered" [78]. 
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Studies in game theory nave demonstrated that 
frercefticns (or misperceptions) of the opponent and his 
strategies play a vital role in a conflict. They ace, 
however, the one major element that is lett out orf the taeo- 
retical asrect of games. If misperceptions are to be 
reduced and the pitfalls they cause eliminated it becomes a 
necessary requirement to seek and understand the causes for 
wispercertions. Robert Jervis has studied mispercefticn in 
international relaticns in defth andhas outlined several 
hypotheses concerning their origin [79]. Understanding 
these sources of misperception is critical ina case, such 
as Korea, where long standing divergent views on reconcilia- 
tion have existed. It 1s complicated by the ideological 
differences that serfarate the two countries. A Easis fen 
real ccmmunication can be established and maintained once 
the chance of mispercenvtion of action or intentions is 
reduced. It alsc aids in establishing trust between the two 
parties in the conflict. 

Misperceptions are seen as having negative influ- 
ences. Player A (South Korea), for example, tay reason that 
Since Ncrth Korea is "bad" and the ROK is "good" it is 
rational to choose and stay with its first outcome choice 


Since tke North will certainly stay with their first outccme 
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Cuoice. While this may not be true for both sides, it is 
difficult tc change these misperceptions for two reasons: 

1. perceptions are the result of extended socialization 
through the family, the media, the school, religicus 
institutions, and the military service, 

Pee lieea Gonitlict “situation, perceptions become more 
pelarized due to a moral selt image and military 
overconfidence. [390 } 

The longer tke two Koreas remain apart, the greater 
influence socialization will have on Eoth societies. 
likewise, increased polarization is likely to occur as time 
Fasses. It then appears that the longer the separation the 
greater the likelihood that misperceptions will ke twmain- 
tained by coth sides. This can be reduced by just opening 
effective communicaticn between the two, then by increasing 


the trust each has of the other. 


6. Moditying Strategy 


The basis for this idea lies in increasing cccfera- 
tion for one side by manipulating the strategy of the cther 
player. As Lumsden determined in the Cyprus case: applying 
this approach in the real world entails persuading one (or 
roth) parties tc adcft a more cooperative strategy. This 
May be E€aSicer to do as a member of a nation in conflict than 


as an ‘outsider. ied] Lumsden uses the Graduated 


Reciprocation in Tension Reduction (GRIT) Strategy oz 
Fresident Kennedy as an example of how this could te done. 
In modifying a player's strategy, one assumes that they 
desire increased cooperation. One must also assume that the 
relative weights (power) of the players are equal. This 
Situaticn cf equality is known aS a symmetric game. 
However, if an assymmetric game exists (one player strcnser 
relative to the cther), then this approach is not as apfpli- 
cable. The idea of game symmetry will be discussed later. 
Militarily, the two Kereas are more equal now than 
at any previous time. Thus a modification of strategy by 
cne cr both sides is, for the present time, a viable cption. 
Strategy modification would involve one side taking a new 
approach to the current conflict of interests that is 
inherent in the situation. As with the GRIT strategy, if 
the RCK were, as an example, to unilaterally decrease the 
size of its armed forces it would be a basic change in their 
approach to unification. Knowing that other strategies have 
not been successful, this reduction would be done in crder 
to extract a similar concession form the North, ocr asa 
Dinimugz to demonstrate Sincerity in wanting to negotiate. 
The question of perception comes to the fcrefront 
ajain in the area of attempting to modify a flayers 
strategy. There exists the possibility that the intention 


of one side, however sincere, in moditying its strategy nay 
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ke perceived as devicus behavior intended to TART AE the 
cppcrent. However, thorough knowledge of the sources of 
tispercertion as outlined by Jervis and an understanding cf 
the rele they play in a conflict will help to avoid negative 
effects cn strategy modification. Knowing that mrispercep- 
tions do occur , along with the fact that strategy modifica- 
tion cannot readily be achieved by outside influence as 
easily as a member of the conflict, will make strategy modi- 
fpeat2on by one side or the other dirficult but not impos- 
sible. It most jJlikely can be used to aid in the 
establishment of sSeé€riouS communication between the two 


Koreas on the unification issue. 
7. Modifying the Rules of the Game 


As Lumsden states: 


the structure cf a game is defined by the rules, which 


define the choices available to each player, the 
Bayoris, and the identity of the players. If the rules 
are Changed, behavior may also be changed. In the real 


worid, however, it is freguently the rules of the game 
which are disputed. [82] 


This idé€a has at its core changing the values (faycffs) 
obtained frem the possible chcices for each player. Another 
possible way to modify the game's rules would be to develop 


one or more new choices (outcomes) that would have the same 
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cr greater payoff as each sides first or second choices. 
For example: is there a political system that would satisfy 
the needs of both North and South Korea in a confederated 
unification, or aS a minimum inSure peace between them? Or, 
is it possible to scmehow formalize the status duo? By 
doing so, formal reccgnition of each side by the other could 
CCE Uses This would frovide for an effective means of conamu- 
hication that could then work for aetinal colucion. Liascan 
re assumed that once this action is taken a reduction in 
tension retween the parties in the conflict would occur. 
Within the area of strategy modification a chance 
for ;rogress on the unification issue exists. How, tomdemiar 
1s ancther guestion. In this instance, help from a humm 
party would be extemely beneficial. The key is to redefine 
the rules sc that both sides can agree to a mutually ovtizal 
solution. In theory it sounds easy. In practice it would be 


a difficult an@eriskye@prccass: 
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VI. UNIFICATION AS A COOPERATIVE GAME 

At the outset, the Korean unification issue was 
descrited as a two-person non cooperative variable sum gare. 
In particular the situation has been described in terms of a 
Prisoner's [filemma. The game thus far has been seen in the 
context cf basically no communication ocurring between the 
sides. The last section described ways in which it is 
possikle to modify the non-cooperative nature of the game. 
The key area, however, 1S Ccmmunicatio“. Once effective 
communcation 1s estaklished it is possible to utilize the 
cther ways cf further modifying the matrix, thereby aeneens 
the Situaticn to a cccperative form of two-person game. 

From this point cn, the ideas outlined can constitute 
the basis for strateyies by which movement towards a solu- 
tion are possible. It is then assumed that at this foint 
on, that the Prisoner's Dilemma becomes a cooperative game. 
In terms of Korean unification, the game would not move fron 
a non-cooperative gane to a cooperative game epbias < scme 
action is taken by both sides in the conflict to change the 
status quo. The change does not have to ke an immediate 
move to the joint cocperative (C,C) outcome. An examination 


of Figure €.1 will reveal why. The graph shown represents 
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the paycff matrix for Korean unification as 1t CuUrremem 
exists. As in the matrix representation of the Situaticn, 


exact numbers are not assigned to the payoffs. , Once again, 





Figure 6.1 Korean Unification Bargaining Space. 


it is the relative values of the payoffs that are important. 
The payoffs that each side might conceivably otftain froa 
eacn of the four given outcomes can be explained as follows: 
1. peint SQ, the status yuo, shows that both North and 
Secuth Korea are deriving positive payoffs. However, 
Scuth Korea is getting alesser amount of payoifs 
than it wculd receive from its first choice (DU) or 
from peaceful unification (FU). North XKcrea is 
getting less fayoffs than it would from its first 

choice (CU) or peaceful unification (PJ). 
2. the amount of payoffs for South Korea at point (DU) 


are less than they would be at point (PU). 
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See tee amount of fayotis that North Korea would get fron 
pecint (CU) are less than they would Le at point (PU). 
Peeoocint (POU), peaceful unification will allow the 
greatest amount of payoffs for both players. 
The security level is defined by the lines from the SQ to 
Permts a and b. Line SQ-a is the security level for the 
North and line SQ-b is the security level for the Scuth. 
This line represents the level at which the payoffs Eegin to 
ke less than they are at point SQ. Thus, i1f one fiayer 
kegins to receive payoffs that are iess than they derive 
from the status guo, there no longer 1S an incentive to stay 
with the status quo. In terms of Prisoner's Dilemma, it 
would be the point at which the choice to defect, or take 
one's first choice, appears to be the prudent course of 
action. In such a case, a war is the likely outcome. 
Given the graphic representation of the relative payoff 
structure and the fact tnat a ccoperative situation exists, 
the scluticn to the game then becomes a baryaining pretlen. 


The pessible set of soluticns to the game can be shown to 


lie in tke area bounded by points a, PU, b, and SQ. This 
area is knewn as the Largaining space. Thus, the number of 
soluticns is virtually infinite. One must distinguish, 


however, between interim and the final solution. An interin 
soluticn 1s one in which the payoffs gained by both sides 


lie within the bargaining space. This assumes a negotiated 
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agreement has occurred that benefits both sides. There are 
rossifle solutions that lie cutside the bargaining space, 
tut whose results would in all probability be disastrous. 
The optimum final Sedition rc, or seounsc represented by 
point FU. However, any solution within the bargaininy Space 
can be the final solution if agreed to by both sides. The 
important fact to remember is that it is not necessary to 
move directly from S¢ to PU. Any agreement, whether interin 
or final, that nets a greater amount of payoffs for both 
sides than the status quo will have a positive result or the 
cCOnilvete. 

Frior to engaging in the play of the cooperative game it 
is necessary to understand several factors that impact on 
the play of the cooperative game. They are all factors that 
can have adverse effects on the final outcome of the game. 
However, like misperception, if their role in the gare is 
understocd prior to playing the game, their effects can be 
minimized. The cooperative form of the game begins a 
bargaining situation in which both parties will” try =o 
maximize their gains and minimize their losses. Volumes 
have keen written on the subject of bargaining and negotia- 
tion- One could nct possibly cover all the aspects of 
kargaining theory as they might apply to this game. There 
are however a few impertant factors that can affect the game 
at Etase porn. It is to the advantage of both players to 


have knew how they can affect the play of the game. 
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Meeeogeeeo tT SECTS ) OF “ENDER DEPENDENCE ON COOPERATION AND 


CCMPETITION 


Morten Deutsch, a pioneer in game tneory, has develored 
aset of ccncepts that descrife the effects of interdepen- 
dence cn ccmpetition and cooperation. Deutsch descrites a 
cooperative Fiona tee as one in which the goals of the 
Participants are so linked that any participant can attain 
his goal if, and only if, tne others with whom he is linked 
can attain their goals. They are "promotively interdepen- 
dent" in that there is a fositive correlation between tne 
attainments of the two players. A competetive situation is 
one in which the gcals for the players are "contriently 
interdependent", that ais there is a negative correlation 
Fetween their goal attainments. [83] The effects of interde- 
pendence cn cooperaticn and competition are shown in Tables 
One and Two [84]. Deutsch states that these tables present 
in a ccndensed outline form some of the LEasic Mae alc involved 


in his analysis of the effect Of Wecooperaticn and 


competition. 


In essence, the theory states that the effects cf cne 
person's actions uren another will bea function or the 
nature of their’ interdependence and the nature cf the 
action that takes jlace. Skillifully executed actions of 
an antagonist will elicit rather different resfonses 
Bianeskilitwt actlens £rom an ally, but a tumbling cocr- 
dinator may evoke as much negative reaction as an adrcit 
opponent. The thecry links the type of interderendence 
mide rem OLeadectlhon with three basic seclal—-psychological 
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Effects of Interdependence on Cooperation 
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processes- which iI have @abeledme'sibstiturio iat. 
"cathezis", and “inducibrlity"—= and 2t then prover crare- 
a variety of social-psychological consequences frog 
these frecesses as they are affected by the variables 
with which the thecry is concerned. {[ 85] 


TCeutsch defines these three precesses in this manner: 
1. substitutibility- the willingness to allow someone 
else's actions to be substitutable for one's own, 
2. cathexis- the development of positive or negative 
attitudes, 
3. ainducibility- the readiness to be influenced _ fosi- 
tively by another. [ 86] 
By examining column 'C* in Tables 1 and 2 one can see that 


in order to settle a bargaining situation, the two players 


would have to be operating in the cooperative environment of 


Table 1. In fact, the two Koreas appear to be in farts of 
koth the competitive and the cooperative environments. on 
order tc settle the unification issue, interdependence 


ketween North and Scuth Korea will have to be of the fully 
cooperative nature shcwn in Table 1. Further, the actions 
taken by either side in an effort to cooperate will have to 
be of the “effective” type as shown in column 'B* of Takle 
a3 The move towards a fully cooperative situation can be 
enhanced by any means that highlight mutual interests. 
However, the past and current situations in Korea on unifi- 


cation have been and are increaSingly competetive. Deutsch 


cites such things as: attempts to reduce the otner flaver's 
poweL; Bust iict ome, hostile, exploitive attitudes; the magni- 
fication cf opposed interests; using factors of threat, 
intimnidaticn, or coercion; devious communication; and espio- 
Mage aS means of increasing the competetive relationship. 
Many of these factors exist in the relationship between the 


two Kcreas. 


Pore EFFECTS Che cQAMETRY 


An asymmetric structure has effects on two parts of the 
game. First, the relative bargaining power of the two 
parties invclved will have a profound effect on the cutcome. 
In the situation of the two Koreas, such things as eccnonic 
power, pcliticad stability, military power, and the sociali- 
zation process must be taken into account in determining the 
power of each side relative to the other. For example, 1: 
one side has a much creater military strength it should be 
able, by means of a threat to use its military power, to 
have the situation settled in a way that is closer to its 
Own most desired outccme. This outcome would be farther 
from the opponents most desired outcome and might, derending 
on the fear of the threat, be closer to the opponents worst 


Cuccome. 


Asymmetry can also atfect the payoff Stbucture Of meme 
game. bre for example, the payoffs of a yiven outcome were 
Significantly greater for one side than they were for the 
cther, the side with expectations of a greater outcome would 
ke more willing to settle than the side that would receive a 
smaller payoff from that same outcome. One would then see a 
Situation where the relative payoffs would become nore 
important than the outcome itself. In this Situation, there 
would ke a significant decrease in cooperative behavior. A 


study has shown that: 


one interpretation cf the oftained differences in coop- 
eraticn in the asymmetric game condition is that the 
subject's concern centered around relative outccme 
rather than personal gain and consequently the only 
Option available to the low reward subjects was to avcid 
cooperative play, thereby minimizing other's actual 
outcomes. [87 } 


This then becomes ancther reascn that the situation needs to 
begin mcvement towards a settlement now. In the future, 
South Koréa will beccme ever more economically powerful than 
the North. Thus asymmetry enters the game andas_ tine 
rasses the South will be less walling to settle the situ- 
ation as the payoffs received from the status quo increase. 
At the same time, the payorfs from a peaceful unification 
are likely to be perceived by the South as being less than 


they are now, in relative terms, given the turmoil of mixing 





Zmiemwuwa €Conomies Sheuld wunitication occur. This would also 
mean that the payoffs for the status guo and the South's 
fmmse Choice (deNWOocratic unification) would be grewing 
closer to the same, at least in economic terms. If they are 
perceived as being the same, then the situation becomes 
unstarle since there would be less incentive to stay with 
the status quo. If this were to be combined with a military 
advantage by the South at some poirt in the future, the 


results could be disastrous. 


C. TEMPIATION AND THREAT 


One rasic premise of Prisoner's Dilemma is that each 
fFlayer is tempted tc doublecross the other to ottain an 
immediate larger gain for himself, or to maximize his gain 
relative to the other, cr to protect himself from the 
possible treachery of the other [| 88}. While this is true, 
each filayeris also kept from defecting by the fear of 
retaliation from the other side. Whether a player demon- 
strates cooperative Fehavior or not is dependent on the size 
of the payoffs he is liable to receive from the four 
outcomes [89]. In the case of Korea, if the payoffs for cne 
Side were to change inalarge way for one or more of the 
given outcomes, then the chances of non-cooperative ftehavior 


(defecticn) are increased. In figure 5.1, all the cutcomes 


except icr (Ai,B1) have inherent in them the So0ssiblit) Som 
war. We cculd surmise, for example, if the paycifomaan 
North Korea of the status quo and a communist led government 
were to beccme nearly the same, then North Korea would be 


tempted to defect and would take the steps necessary to 


acheive its most desired outcome. Even if no action were 
taken on itS part, the threat of action could cause the 
cther side to settle. This assumes, of course, that the 


South would perceive the North's payoffs for the two 
cutccmes the same way as the North does. Whether this 
happened would depend on the relative costs of defecting as 
compared to the relative payoffs. One other thing to keep 
in mind is that as lcecng as the payorfs of the status guo are 
greater than those of the two sides first choices, then it 
is likely that there is where the situation will remain. 
i ates 7 unless the payoffs of joint cooperation can be 
increased in real terms for both sides in the conflict, or 
koth sides see that it is in their best interest to regin 


movement towards the ccoperative solution. 


De. POSITION AND IMAGE LOSS 


Once communicaticn and bargaining begin, relative posi- 
tion and less of image enter the situation. This is where 


the "personalities" cf the two Koreas come into play. Since 


= se 


wie two Players in this Situation are jovernments it is much 
more ccuflicated than dealing in the simple situation cf two 
individual flayers. However, some of the same principles 
still aprly. The majcr factors involved in this area are: 

1. Eargainers are reluctant to make concessions lest 
they be made te look foclish or weak, 

2. subjects will be motivated to do better than their 
adversary, ever at the risk of not reaching an agree- 
ment , | 

bere participants in a £E1irst or one-time only bargaining. 
exchanges are likely to be less sensitive to the 
igage loss implications of their concession than are 
the participants in repeated encounters criir an 
Ongoing relegicnship, 

4. barjgainers in az ongoing relationship are more likely 
tc discriminate among various levels of appearance 
and to be particulary sensitive to the loss cf image 
associated with low-level concessions- perhaps 
because such concessions are regarded as settinga 
dangerous precedent that invites higher-level conces- 
Sions at a later time. [90] 

When one applies the decisicn making process in each of the 
countries to the bargaining process it is easy to see how 
the loss of image and position vis avis the other farty is 


moportant. Internal political realities take image loss 
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lmportant. As has been stated, as time passes it will 
Eecome increasingly difficult for concessions to be made by 
either side on the unification issue. Even if one side made 
a concession, the prektlem of how the other side would inter- 
pret it comes into play. No matter how Sincere the [roposal 
or concession, it might be interpreted as a scheme to under- 
Mine the position cf the opposing side and therefcre 
rejected. Given that the there are perceived domestic 
restraints preventing action by the two governments, a bcld 
initiative Ey one side or the other is necessary. Likewise 
it is important that once the initiative is made the cther 
player accert it. Foth sides in the conflict have a conmion 
enemy, time. The passage of time not only brings further 
Socialization of the status guo but also will bring a gegen 
ation that does not remember having lived in a united Kcréa. 

In Eoth the cccperative and non-cooperative games 
discussed akove, it must be remembered that all of these 
factcrs inherent in froth types of games are at werk on the 
Sltiaation at Sal letames. It is difficult to isolate ome 
factor and deal with it. Even if it could be done, these 
factors have a certain amount of interdependence. Acticn on 
ene of them causes reactions in the others. What is ofvious 
is the fact that the only solution to the problem lies in 


increasing cooperaticn between the two parties. 





VII. NEGOTIATING SUCCESSFULLY IN A COOPERATIVE GAME 

Negotiations are but one of many means available to 
resolve conflicts. They will however, bea central factor 
in any peaceful soluticn to the Korean unification rfrobien. 
Bargaining and negotiation are in fact a subset of the 
larger aréa of game theory. They become important in 
resolving any cooperative non zero sum _ game; in this 
instance, the Prisoner's Dilemna. 

Before discussing a new approach to bargaining, one must 
have a clear idea or definition of the tern. NEGOEdL LG to 
Peed C. |ikie, | two prerequisites are necessary in crder for 
hegotiations to take flace. First, there must be common 
interests Letween the parties. Second, there must be issues 
Sreccnftlict. Without commcn interests there is nothing to 
negotiate for, withcut conflict there is nothing to nego- 
tiate about. [£91] In Korea, one must assume that there are 
common interests between the North and the South. If they 
do not exist, then finding a solution other than the status 
guo will be extremely difficult. There are certairly many 
FOints of conflict Létween the two countries about which 
negotiations can take place. The Korean unification issue 


meets both of Ikle'ts prerequisites for negotiating. 


like 


Ikle formally defines negotiation as: the process in 
which explicit proposals are put forward ostensibly for the 
purpcse cf reaching agreement on an exchange or on the real- 
izaticn cf a common interest where conflicting interests are 
present. Freguently, these proposals deal not only with the 
terms of agreement but also with the topics to be discussed 
{the agenda), with the ground rules that ought to apply and 
with the underlying technical and legal issues j 92}. aith 
this ir wind, the discussion can now move to a new approach 
to bargaining which, if followed, will make any future 
discussicns between the North and the South more productive. 

Up tc this point the stalemated unification situation in 
Korea has been explaired in terms of game theory. Tnis has 
been done in order to gain a _ better understanding of the 
Situation. Game thecry, specifically the Prisoner's Dilemma 
model, has been used to explain why the situation continues 
to exist, the factors that have an effect on the "game", and 
a number of possible methods through which it is possible to 
move towards a soluticn of the issue. Chapter 3 explained 
the existing situaticn in terms of a two person non zerc sua 
non cooperative game. Chapter 5 explained a number of 
factors that could cause the Situation to change from its 
non-ccoperative form to a cooperative two person non Zé€ro 
Sum game. In this chapter it is assumed that a move Ey both 
North and South Korea has been made such that both agree to 


Substantive discuSSicns in a effort to solve the situation. 
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The two times that the North and the South agreed to 
Goer EOLTaliy about unification, 1972 and 1979, the discus- 
Slom@setdi1led prior te dny sukstantive talks on the unifi- 
cation issue. Liis Should the two Koreas again find 
themselves in ae a Situation, a new method of negotiation 
that has a higher jrobability of success should te used. 
Such a rwethcd is outlined Ey Robert Fisher and William Ury 
in their book, Getting to Yes: Negotiating ai 
Without Giving In. What follows is a brief summary of 


Fisher and Ury‘s ideas and an application oz those ideas to 


the Kcrean unificaticn problen. 


ills ‘Erincipled Negotiation 





According to Fisher and Ury, the majority of feople 
in the werld see basically two ways to negotiate; hard and 
soft. Co cne hand the soft bargainer tries to settle the 
conflict in such a way that he is likely to jive concessions 
easily. More often than not this ends up with the soft 
bkarjgainer teing taker advantage of since he will sacrifice 
some of his interests in order to simply reach an agreement. 
Conversely, the hard bargainer wili not make any concessions 
for fear of an agreement in which he has to compromise his 
interests. In such a case, the negotiations are likely to 
drag ona very long time thus allowing frustration and 


hatred to enter betweer the parties who are negotiating. 
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Fisher and Ury state that there is a third method of negoti- 
ation which comes between soft and hard nejotiating styles 
and which in the lcng run is more likely to freduce a 
lasting solution that leaves the relationsnip between the 
negotiating parties intact. They call this method “praia. 


pled» negctiation". 


The method of principled negotiation is to decide issues 
on their merits rather than through a hajgling process 
focused on what each side says it will and will net do. 
It suggests that you look for mutual gains wherever 
possible, and that where interests conflict, you should 
insist that the result be based on some fair standards 
independent of the will of either side. The method of 
princirled negotiation is hard on merits, soft cn the 


pecrle. It emplcys no tricks and no posturmnge 
Princirled negotiation shows you how to obtain what you 
are entitled to and still be decent. It enables you to 


be fair while protecting you against those who would 
take advantage of ycur fairness. [93] 


Poth North and South Korea have been hard bargainers 
on the urification issue since 1950. Neither side has been 
willing to make any ccncession. Therefore the relaticnship 
Fetween the two has not improved any in thirty years. 
Principled negotiation will provide the best chance for the 
two Kcreas to bogie to move from the status guo toa solu- 
tion cf the unificaticn problen. What is certain is that a 
continuation of the existing situation is not in the inter- 
ests cf either of the two sides. As long as’ Eoth sides 


bargain from firn “positions a solutwen ioe bene. 
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Fisher and Ury state that any metnod of negctiation 
should Ere fudged on three Sie Ty aesygey It should produce a 
wise agreement if agreement is possible, it should be effi- 
cient, and it should improve or at least not damage the 
relationship between the farties [94]. It is extremely 
important that the relationship between the two Koreas get 
ho worse than it is tcday. A decline in the current rela- 
tionship can only mean a resulting increase in tensions 
rketween the two and an increased chance of hostilities 
Freaking out. 

According to Fisher and Ury, positional bargaining 
produces unwise agreerents, is not efficient and endangers 
the leng term relaticnship between the two parties. The 
following pcints illustrate their ideas: 

1. When negotiators bargain over positions, they tend to 
leck themselves into those positions. The more you 
Clarify your fosition and defend it against attack, 
the more committed you Lecome to it. 

2. As more attention 1S paid to positions, less atten- 
tion is devoted to meeting the underlying concerns of 
the parties. Any agreement reached may reflect a 
mechanical splitting or the difference between final 
positions rather than a solution carefully crafted to 


meet the legitimate interests of the parties. 
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3. Bargaining over positions creates incentives that 
stall settlement. In poSitional bargaining you try 
tc improve the chance that any settlement reached is 
favorable to you by starting with an extreme (eae. 
tion, holding to taat position, decelvang your Sepeo. 
nent as to ycur true views, and by possibly making 
small concessions in order to keep the negotiaticns 
gcing. All this increases the time and costs of 
reaching agreement as well as the risk that no agreée- 
ment will be reached at all. 

G4. Pesitional bargaining becomes a contest of will. 
Each side tries through sheer power to force the 
other side to change its position. Thus it strains 
and sometimes shatters the relationship between the 
parties. 

5. When there are many parties involved in the situ- 
ation, positicnal bargaining is even worse. In such 
Situations, it leads to the formation of coalitions 
amcng parties whose shared interests are oftén more 
symkclic than substantive. What iS worse, once the 
ccalitions have agreed upon a position, 1t Eecomes 
much harder to change it since it sreguires the 
eccnsent of the group.) 7 3a) 

This last point 1S important when considering tne role of 


the fcur major powers and their effect on the unification 


a2 


issue. Tneyeae DECsene ale NCeewperOVIding any aSSistance or 
Suppert to either side on this issue. None or them sees 
unification as being in their short term interests. Thus, 
the initiation of a move towards unification will have to 
come freom inside Korea itself. 

i chaer toe cet adround DOSimOnal Eargaining, Fisher 
and Ury have developed the method of principled negotiaticn. 
It can Lasically be summed up in four points: separate the 
Feopie frcm the problem, focus on interests not positions, 
invent oftions for mutual gain, and insist that the result 


ke Fased cn some objective standard. 
a. Separate the People from the Probien 


Human beings have many faults. They are not the 
twost ideal vehicle that one couid imagine to be used to 
Seetle cenflicts. It is impossible for humans to separate 
themselves from their feelings and emotions. Thus, percep- 
tions of the other sides intentions and the the communica- 
tion of one's own ideas peconee Ger teeters According to 
Fisher and Ury taking positions ina negotiation makes this 
worse because people's egos Fecome identified with their 
positions. The "pecrle problem should be dealt with as an 
issue sefarate from the sufstantive problen. Pie gE ar tine 1— 
fants must come to see themselves as working together on the 


probler andnot attacking each other" [ 96}. ine corde to 
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deal with the "people problem" as a separate issue aside 
from the main issue, Fisher and JUry suggest that tnere are 
three categories of rfroblems that must be solved. The first 
is percertion. The effects of this area have previously 
been discussed. However, the following ways are descriked 
by Fisher and JUry in order to help eliminate percefrtiocn of 
the cther party as being a vrotklen: 
1. put yourself ir their shoes, 
2. dcen't deduce their intentions from your fears, 
3. don't blame trem for your problen, 
4. discuss each other's perceptions, 
5. look for opportunities to act consistently with their 
perceptions, 
6. give them a stake in the outcome by. making sure they 
participate in the process, 
7. make your proposals consistent with their values 
(oes 


The second area is emotions. No matter how hared 


one tries, emotions have an inate ability to pervade the 
negotiatior process and destroy it. This involves not onlv 
the personal emotions of the heyotiators, but also the 


national emotions felt Ly the members of a country and 
applied as public pressure to the negotiators. Tc reduce 
the effects emotions have on negotiations Fisher and JUry 


would aprly these factors to the problen: 


1. rceéecognize and understand emotions, theirs and yours, 
2. make emotions explicit and acknowledye them as legit- 
imate, 
3. allow the other side to let off stean, 
GY. don't react to emotional outbursts, 
5. use symbolic gestures that produce a constructive 
emotional impact on the other side [98 j. 
The third area 1S communication. Bargaining 
cannot exist in the absence of Communication. The igrper- 


tance or this one area to the overall process of conflict 


resoluticn cannot be understated. It is the single most 
important factor in the negotiations. There are three big 
probl¢ems in communication. Birst, negotiators may not be 


taiking to each other in a way which is understood. Second, 
even if you are talking to the other side directly, they mav 
mot ke nearing you. Third, misunderstanding a given comnmu- 
hication is possible through misinterpretation. [9972 [In 
erder to mirimize this problem one nust: 

1. listen actively and acknowiedge what is being said, 

2. speak to be understood, 

3. speak about ycurself, not about then, 


4. speak for a purpose [1001. 


Zc 


ke Focus on Interests Not Positions 


According to Fisher and Ury, if a negqctiauwed 
focusé€s on rositions, the ensuing agreement will necessarily 
satisfy the human needs of either side tnat led them to take 
thelr SCsSi tion et hewries e racer In other words, the 
interests or both sides are not best served in such an 
agreement. They use this anecdote to illustrate satisfying 
what at first are irreconcilable positions in such a way 


that Ecth parties actual interests are best served. 


Consider the story cf two men gquarrellirg in a likrary. 
One wants the windcw open and the other wants it closed. 
They bicker back and forth about how much to leave wm 
open: a crack, halfway, three quarters of the way. No 
soluticns satisfies them both. Enter the libratiare 
She asks cne why he wants the window open; "To get some 
fresh air". She asks the other one why he wants it 
closed: otosavoldethe dragic After thinking a rinute, 
she opens wide a window in the next room, bringing in 
fresh alr without a dpactse, 1019 


This classically illustrates the idea of bargaining fron 
positions and shows the problems involved in doing so. 
Positional Eargaining does not meet the definition cf nego- 
tiations as defined py Fred Ikle:s the process in which 
explicit proposals are put forward ostensibly for the 
purpose of reaching agreement cn an exchange or on the real- 
izaticn cf a common interest where conflicting interests are 


present [102]. 


2? 


What then defines the problen; the difference 
retween the negotiating positions or the conflict tétween 
each side's needs, desires, concerns, and fears? As Fisher 
and Ury state, the interests of the two sides define the 
problem andnot the positional differences between then. 
What must be done is to (1) identify the interests cf beth 
parties, and (2) discuss the interests of both parties in 
order to reach an agreement that satisfies the needs of both 
Sides. This, pee wsplatting== tne difference Letween 
rkargaining positions, will provide an agreement that will be 
meaningful and will not harm the long term relationship 


ketween the negotiating parties. 


Cc. invent Oftions for Mutual Gain 


Once principled negotiation is started, the 
options available to each side, theoretically, are 
increased. The parties are no longer locked into two 


opposing positions from which and about which to negotiate. 
If both sides see that the problem lies in the difference of 
interests and not inthe difference of their positions, a 
wide range of subjects about which negotiations can ocuur 
becomes available. The problem then becomes.one of hcw to 
reach an agreement such that the actual interests of both 
parties are met. To do so, Fisher and Ury suggest inventing 
a wide range of options that will allow for the maxinuna 


amount of gains for rEcth parties. This can be done by: 
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1. S€parating the act of inventing options from the dene 
of judging then, 
2. broadening the options on the table rather than 
lecking for a Single answer, 
3. séarching for gutual gains, 
4. inventing ways of making the decisions easy for both 
sides ; 103]. 
If these suggestions are utilized, the negotiating parties 
can ccme to the reaiization that the Situation is not a zero 
sum’ game. The solution to the situation does not neces- 
Sarily lie on the straight line between the two sides nego- 
tlatinegrrositvess, There are in fact many mutual interests 
involved. The key is to insure that the actual interests of 
koth sides are met. A worthwhile, lasting agreement is to 
ke judged by this, nct merely on the fact that an agreement 


was reached. 
d. Insist on Objective Criteria 


In attempting to solve the problem between the 
negotiating parties, there will at some point be interests 
that conflict. Once the shared interests have been recog- 
nized, the conflicting interests must. be discussed. Again, 
poSiticnal bargaining will prove to be a hinderance in 
reaching an agreement. To solve this problem, Fisher and 


Ury suggest the use cf objective criteria in working out the 


differences between the parties. Another of their examples 


jillustrates this point. 


SUFpose that you have Sirenec awa aaa me Lixecd= price 
moet euct lon yscOntract LOL your house that calls for 
reinforced concrete foundations but fails to specify how 


deep they should be. The contractor suggests two feet. 
You think that five feet is closer to the usuai dejth 
for vour type house. Now Suppose the coatractor ways: 


"ZT went along with you on steel girders for the roof. 
Tt's your turn to gc along with me on shallower fcunda- 
mmous"* No owner in his right mind would yield.  kather 
than horse-trade, ycu would insist on jeciding the issue 
in terms of objective safety standards. [104] 


As lceng as objective standards can be applied to the 
conflicting interests, an agreement can be reached. Dhis 
agceement may not fully meet the interests of both farties. 
But in the aaetce where there must be compromise it is 
kased on facts that Fcth parties have agreed to in an okjec- 
tive manner and leaves both sides feeling that they have 
won, not iost. .They also understand the objective reascns 


why the co™promise was necessary. 
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VIII. CONCLUSIONS 

The discussions in this thesis have utilized game and 
bargaining theory as a means of understanding the preblen of 
Korean unification. Through the use of game theory, a theo- 
reticai rodel of the current Situation in Korea was estab- 
lished. It was shown that there is a correlation of that 
Situation and the Prisoner's Dilemma game. in chaptenae 
the author stated that the rational approach to game theory 
is useful ina number of areas. The two areas that this 
thesis discussed were: 

es eteeaneiienat approach to game theory is useful for 
explanation of people's behavior (in situations which 
their behavior exhibit high degrees of rationality 
and therefore admits an explanation in terms of a 
Lationalistic theory) and, 

2. game theory in this rationally defined situationmean 
fErevide for strategy recommendations for the various 
participants. 

Given the definition of rationality developed ky March 
and Simon and the application of that definition te Korean 
unitication, it has been possikle to explain the bekavicr cf 


the two Koreas. This has been done in order to gain an 
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understanding of the situation, tne reasons the situation 
continues to exist, and to see how Jie) Jacinenpsuere exhiktited 
over the last thirty years can be modified. 

With an understanding of the situation and the factcrs 
that affect the Situation, it is possible +o provide 
strateyy recommendaticns to the players. Korean unification 
has been defined as a Prisoner's Dilemma game. It is pres- 
entiy a two person non zero sum, non-cooperative game. The 
strategy recommendations provide the means necessary to 
change the game from its nen-cooperative form to a fully 
cooperative type of two person game. Unless the gate is 
changed to a cooperative form a solution is highly uniikely. 
Cne important point to remember is that the choices of 
fossirle Selutions are not limited to the four opticns that 
define the Prisoner's Dilemma. There exists a set cf solu- 
tions that are tounded by these four solutions. Movement 
from the status guo to any solution within the solution set 
(bargaining space, p.108) will leave both plavers better off 
than they are in the status quo. The seven ways that wili 
change the structure of the game to the cooperative forn 
are; 

1. displaying the matrix, 
2e incréeasin¢e comtunication, 
3. increasing trust 


tee Nodtiyang ther tatrix, 


ez 


5s reducing mispercesurous, 
6. modifying strategy, 
7. omocdifying the rules of the game. 

The structure of the -game has been defined and the 
strategies necessary to chanje the problem from a tcon- 
cooperative to a cooperative form of conflict have been 
described. It 1S 1r the ccoperative form of conflicts that 
soluticns can be negotiated. In this environment the ideas 
of "principled negotiation" as described by Fisher and Ury 
can Fe utilized to werk out an agreement. 

Besides gaining a better understanding of tne situation 
and an idea of some cf the strategies involved in solving 
the gaze, there sits cther significant conclusions that can 
be drawn from the gaze thecretical model as it appflies to 
Korean unification. First, the time for the two Koreas - 
act is now. The game as defined by the model 1s at present 
symmetric. The symmetry exists due to the reiative balance 
cf military power. However, as time passes the South will 
continue tc increase the economic disparity that exists 
ketween the itself and the North. The South's tnilitary 
capability is also likely to continue to grow. Their arms 
industry that was started in the early 1970's is growing and 
1s providing almost all the military equipment needed by the 
ROK. Additionally, as time passes there will be a genera- 


tion of Koreans who do not ever remember having lived ina 
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mEce ad "Seuntry . CiroMmeywmuave a profoumd erfect on populac 
eapeert £LOrF uniz£ication-: ahi svg Onerkcouldwweoncilude Ghat 
increased socializaticn of the Situation will tend te nake 
the division of the two countries more concrete. Li ahs 
occurs, the best possible solution might be to formalize tne 
status quo. 

Second, the key factor in solving the dilemma is 
increasing cooperaticn. Converseiy, any efforts that 
decrease the possibility of defection will also have fosi- 
tive results. What then 1s the best strategy to entice the 
Flayers intc cooperative behavior? PACwenlclare lactcr 1s 
mie Social-psychological relationship of the participants, 
1.e., their initial attitudes toward each other and their 
experience as the gare progresses [1905]. As Morton Deutsch 
has said, flayers rate a ccoperative partner more favoratly 
on his motives and on his personality traits than a competi- 
tive oppecnent and react more strongly to his signals (Takles 
Mand 2, Chapter 6). Likewise, if a player acts non- 
cooperatively, the opponent will be viewed in a negative 
light and will be blamed for the conflict course. The best 
strategy to achieve mutual cooperation isa tit-fror-tat 
strategy which results in a increase of Cooperative moves on 
bkoth sides. Previous competitive plays strengthen the coop- 
erative interaction in subseyuent games [106]. The success 


of this strategy requires one or the players to make an 
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initial told gesture tnat 1S subsequently accepted by the 
Other player. 

Third, ainteracticn determines to a consideratle degree 
the pertcrmance of the individual participant. Socaana 
rigid players behaved more ccoperatively when they inter- 
acted with socially cpen minded players: oon the otker hand, 
the latter acted less cooperatively in playing against the 
former. What is remarkarle is the finding that of an 
overall gain in cccperative behavior, Since tne £3914 
players increased more in cooperative performance than the 
open-minded ones lost [107]. Based on this, one key gues- 
tion asked by the South can he answered. How does one get 
the North to exhibit more cooferative behavior and thus be 
willing to negotiate? The latter discussion leads one to 
believe that Flexible cooperative attitudes will lead toa 
modification of the frovocative nature or agressive inclina- 
tion on the side of even the most rigid adversary. Any mcve 
by one side that elicits a cooperative response irom the 
cther side will have a positive effect on the game. The 
most notable effect will be a lessening of tensicns on the 
Korean feninsula. In an environment with less tension the 
chances cf conflict are reduced. This in turn is likely to 
further increase the cooperative nature of the two parties 
involved in the conflict. In such an environment, trust is 
likely to increase, ccmmunication will be increased, and the 


Chance fcr misperception by the players reduced. 


IS 





Fourth, any move towards unification @sill have to he 
done by the Koreans themselves. This however, involves one 
important assumption; the two Korean governments really want 
unification and are willing to work toward that goal. It is 
possible that both gcvernments are unwilling to sericusly 
move in such a direction for fear of undermining their 
present political power. If this is true there is indeed 
little hope for the unification of the Korean peninsula. 
For the purpose of this study it has been assumed that the 
governments are sincere. Any move towards unification will 
have to be internal at least in the initial stages. The 
four major outside powers while professing support for 
unification neither want it, for their own selfish reasons, 
nor would be willing to initiate any actioW that maght lead 
Hemunification. Once action towards unification has been 
started, either internally or externally, the four powers 
can positively and negatively influence the outcome. The 
Pee mt Of Support or Non-support for a wnhixtication initia-~ 
tive Fy the four powers has infinite possibilities and its 
effects are unknown in the absence of an actual scenario. 
The two Koreas must take this into account before venturing 
towards unification. This does not rule out the use ofa 
third party in the process of unification once started by 
tne two Koreas. To re useful the third party would have to 


ke a disinterested party to the situation and would have to 
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be agreed urfon by the conflicting parties. AS was discussed 
earlier, this third party could prove invainable in the 
initial stages of dialogue between the two xoreas as an aid 
in estaklishing “communication ard” bualdinge = trae Tne 
influence of a mediator has been explained by Jerome Podeli 


and William Knapr: 


experimental studies have shown that toe clearest preof 
oz the isgportance cf mediation resuits from a game in 
which the identical offer for a compromise settlement 
waS Suirmitted by tte spokesman for the one party and oy 
the impartial mediator; the first was rejected as unnac- 
ceptacle, while the mediated version was accepted. Thus 
mediation can open a path to a mutually satisfactcry 
agreement that would portend more cooperative behavior 
in the future. [108° 


None of the four major powers cougd- pe a successful medi- 
ator. The choice of the mediator would have to be agreed 
upon by the two Koreas and weuld have to be a naticn or 
organization that wouid be willing to take on the task. 
Fifth, the status guo in Korea, as discussed earlier in 
this thesis, is not a status guo at ail. The existing situ- 
ation is ccnstantly changing and evolving. The South is 
getting increasingly stronger economically and militarily. 


They have surpassed, in economic terms, the ability of the 


North to compete in world markets. This gap is likelv to 
widen aS time passes. Thus, the status guo can cnly be 
defined Fy a short period of time. The status quo today is 


ed 





moucH ditferent than the status gquo that existed in 1969 or 
1970. The cne ccmmon factor in all of these time periods is 
that twce national governments and two nations have existed. 
At scme froint the twe Korean governments will have tc chocse 
from amcng the possiftle options that are available. These 
options may not lead to the unification of the peninsula. 
If as Nathan White suggests, the two Koreas do fot want 
unification based on the possible solutions outlined by the 
Priscner's Dilemma game described in this thesis, then 
alternative solutions must be eagerly sougat ;,109]. Cne 
possible scenario is the initial formalization of the status 
quo, Meaning two independent Korean nations recognized by 
each cther and the four powers, economic exchanges that 
aetLow Lor the develorment of the North Korean economy, and 
normalization of relations between the two Korean rations. 
This would have a tendency to reduce the tension on the 
peninsula, but as Nathan White suggests would not eliainate 
totally the chance of hostilities occurring. Pees Chvi- 
ronment, the political interests of the elites in the North 
and the South are preserved while allowing for negotiaticns 
to occur that would work towards an eventual unification. 
This scenario may be necessary in the iong term. Anyone who 
rFelieves that unification is likely to occur guickly is 
mistaken. Any moves towards unification must, however, be 


done ina cooperative environment. This scenaric could 
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provide for that cocrferative environment. AS was stated 
early in this thesis, the two Koreas do not have to nove 
directly»tc a final sclutiom to the unificaticn probjer =m. 
can ke dcne in stages that will allow for a reduction of the 
tension, a lessened chance for nostilities, and in a cooper- 
ative environment that will allow for an eventual final 


solution. 
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the other side cains. The gains and losses are 
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in game theory the definition cr a zero sun 

éntails gains and losses that (1) can be measured, 
(2) are exactly egual. The term zero sum gane 
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the term as outlined in the literature on game the 
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APPENDIAZ A 


CHRONOLCGY CF KOREAN UNIFICATION 1945-1982 


midst 15, 1945~-- 


Korea was liberated fron Japanese rule and dividedc isto 
mwOMMAiitdry ZCneS=mwhe Scviet ~~ Lorces Controliing tne 
Src loOrni Om tse somn varalte and che J.S. E£OrCeES tre 
area scuth. 

feaeen 20, 1S46-=— 
The U.S.-Soviet joint Committee held its first session 
to discuss ways to unify Korea but was indefinitely 


adjcurred on May 6, 1946. 


Mey 21, 1947-- 
The second sessicn of tne U.S.-Soviet Joint Committees 
Gepened. It was adjourned on October 13, 1947/7. 

Novemter 14,1947-- 
The United Naticns General Assembly passed a resclution 
calling for general elections throughout Kerea to 
establish a single government. 


Manuary /, 1948-- 
The United Nations Temporary Commis siea 501 Korea 
arrived in Seoul to supervise general eiectio.s. Tae 
ove mocelra tiCihmaUthOnitteCs ROECiIMmOL t16¢ GcCharcat Lor 
line refused the entry of the commission on January 23, 
i94é. 


Peeen 25, 19438-- 
The Necrth ‘Korean Democratic National United Front 
EFroposed a joint conference of "political parties ana 
Social organizaticns' in both haives to discuss unifi- 
cation plans opfesing general elections in the southern 
areas. 


Bole 


ayaa 


June 


Augus 


Septe 


June 


June 


Fp == 


The afcrmentioned joint conference opened in P'yornjyvany 
with the particiration of 564 representacivas sem 6 
secuthern and Nottnern ongasizorionee Oh ASril wee 
1S4HE, it issued a communigue calling for the Withiizawe 
cf ail foreign troops and the creation of an "ali-Korea 
Folitical Council"jeascaretaker jJovemenenc, to cOha@Ges 
geénerai elections throughcut the ccuntrvy to estarlisi a 
unified government. 

0, I1S46-- 

General elections were held under United Naticns sutper- 
visior in the Southern areas to elect a Wiettare 
Assembiy, which was then formed on May 31, 1946. 

127 

The National Assembly passed a resolution caliine for 
generai elections in the northern areas to elect dele- 
gates to the Assembly in order to estarlisk 2 unicisi 


legislature. 


tS eS Oo 
The kepublic of Korea government was inauguratec in 
Seoul. 


mber 9, 1948-- 
F'ycrgyang deciared the foundiny of the Democratic 
Feorple‘s kepubiic Ofwwonrea. 


Zep 

The Détocratic Errore meron the Unification of ae 
Fatherland was fcunded in Ptyonygvang and calied rtor the 
fcrmation of an election committee of representatives 
of South and North Kompean political parties end sceme 
cryanizations te conduct yeneral eiections threcucne 
the peninsula for the establishment or a unified 
Ndti90nal Legislattpe:. 


vee -1950-- 
The Central Committee of the Democratic Front 2er ie 
Unification of the Fatherland proposed conducting 


general elections throughout Xorea between August © and 
€ to establish a unified national legislature in Seoul 
on August 15, goo It also proposed a consultative 
conference of refresentatives of all political parties 
and social organizations in the South and in the Nowe 
tc make arrangements for the elections. 


Le 





Sire 15, 1950-- 
The Nerth Korean Supreme Peodsle's Assembiy proposed a 
mercer of the North Korean legislature witr the 
National Assembly in the Souta. 


wume) 25,. 1950-- 
The Kcrean War hestilities were initiated. 


wipes 27, 1953-- 
The Korean Armistice Agreement was signed, bringing the 
fighting to a ceasefire. 


Novemkter 23, 1953-- 
Fresident Syngnan Rhee of the Republic cf Korea 
proposed that a generai election be held in the North 
tc chocse representatives to fill the seats reserved 
for them in the ROK National Assembly. 


Mem. Zi, 1Sot-- 
The Geneva Conference opened fullfilling the provision 
ef the Armistice Agreement that a conference be 
convened to seek a peaceful settiement of the Kcrean 
issue. 


sme 15, 1954-- | 

The Geneva Conference broke up due to sharp disagree- 
ments cver three major issues: the authority and comrpe- 
tence of the United Nation on the Korean question; U.N. 
supervised general elections proportionate to the 
Fopulation of the whole of Xorea; and the staticning of 
U.N. forces in Korea until the creation of a unified, 
independent and democratic Xorea. 


GQemoeer 2, 1954-- 
The ROCK National Assembly passed a resolution calling 
hor unificaticn Gh Gog U.N.-supervised seneral 
elections in tke northern areas to choose representa- 
tives to the legislature. 


Cctober 30, 1954-~ 
The Supreme Peorle's Assembly of North Korea called for 
a joint meeting of the South and North korean legisila- 
tures, or a joint conference of representatives or all 
walks cf life from both the South and the North, to 
discuss South-Nerth exchanges and unification. 
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Decemrer 11, 1954-- 


Ine U.N. General Assenbly, to waich the casic tesa. 
bility for the Korean guestaon Tetupgied “act see 
rupture or the Geneva Conference, rearfirmed the joal 
of a unified, independenzt and democratic Korea 2stab- 
lished tarough peaceful means and urged North Korea to 
Q€ACCECt thliSmeerE tre powe. This was. the, reginninge some 


long series of debates cn the Korean question. 


Adogus = elo 
In a liberation Pay sreech, him Il-suny propeseamia 
international ccnference to juarantee peace in KobpGaypeae 
North-South agreement not to use Rilatasy =O mceuyea 
withdrawal cf Icreign tro@pS 4nd a Conztersenice) ones 
gates from Seoul and P*yonsSyanj ¢t0 discuss eee 
Una t lec ene nr 





April 28,1955-- 


The Third Party Congress o£ the North Korean face. 
Farty called for joint struggles against! Anopacan eae 
rialism and other enemies of unification”, tkewa toed. 
tion of "democratic principles" in the South, sauueee eee 
€lections to establish a unified government ana an 
international agreement to secure the peace ci ¥orea 


and a peaceful sclution cistne Korean guesm@on: 
September 10, 1957-- d 

The KOK National Assembly called for J.N.-sSurpervised 

general elections in the Norta to unify the ccuntry anu 

Korean membershif in the United Nations. 


Septetre i 20 pees oe ore 


At the Supreme Freople's Assembly, kim Ii-sung froposed 
the withdrawal cf ali foreign troops Erom Norcal waguee 
the reduction cf armed forges 1n DOthetiSe Soat> sae 
North to 100,000 each, free travel and postal: 
cultural exchances between tne South and the North, an 
international cenference for peacefui adjustment cr the 
Korean guestion and general elections througneut the 


ccuntry to achieve url frearaon. 


August 14, 1960-- 

In a liberation Day address, Kim Tl-sung [froposcdaa 
confederation of the South and the North as an interin 
step toward all Korea general elections, the creation 
of a North-South Economic Committee in case the conred- 
eraticn proposal was not accepted, cultural, athlegaee 
cther forms of exchanges, the withdrawal of foreign 
trocps and North-South force reductions, and a 
P'armunjom conference between Seoul and Pyongyang 
reoresentatives to discuss these proposals. 
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Paige? 1960—- 
wit omens nena ncemibnon Of the rOK caileqd fcr U.N. 
supervised general elections to unify the country. 


MevemrEer Z, i1960-- 


The KCK National Assempiy asked that U.N. sucéervised 
electicns DLOrcEEIen atc to es be nel4 
thrcugnout the peninsula under procedures prescricec by 
the ROK Constitution. 

June 24, 1$61-- 
EOMeE corer me Minister Kim Hong=1) declared trat Aoreai. 
Mite tcdttOne MUSE D© SOUugGhE ~=EnFOuUgm cCcacerizl fears 
alone. 

November 15, 1961-- 
Fark Chung Hee issued a joint coamunigue Pie ao hos" 
Winn PE restaent. Kennedy Calling for  Seacetui un. fLicaticr 
cn the princizles reaffirmed oy tne U.N. General 


Assembly. 


Meeorer 23, 1962-- 1 
At the Supreme Feople's aAssemcoly in Ptvongyarns, Ain 
Mi sindmbe ocd fodecam fo COSdl fOr NORtr—-Souce COonitecera- 
Pons ~——7OlRt aNtl-smeticdn scougjles dni mutual réauc- 
moons in mgizvtary forces. 


Bamiary 24, 1963-- 
Sports delegates from the South and North 
Iausanne, Switzerland, to discuss the fornati c 
unified Korean team to take part in the 1954 Tok? 
Swivel ecs. Memeomruled Meeting, Leldean Hoey Kong or Jul 
24, 1963 ended in failure. 


O 1 


.Decemréer 10, 1963-- 

PoE yonjyang, a joint meeting of representatives of 
the Supreme Peoyzle's Assembly, the Democratic Front for 
PHewUNItt Cadel one Ge the Fatherland and the Committee for 
the Peaceful Unificaticn proposed a North-South non 
aggression pact; postal and teleccommunicaticns 
exchanges; the authorization of travel between the 
EQiene ancmetene NObtne oy journalists, artists, scholars, 
and tourists; a standing joint committee at Ptanmua jou 
to deal with eccnomic and other forms of exchanges; and 
a conference between representatives from Seoul and 
EP Vovcdnemeromm Ga1sSCuSs Various, ‘Concerns of the entire 
people. It repeated the demand for tne withdrawal os 
foreign troops and mutual force reductions. 
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Novemrer 3, 1304-- 


esident Park Chung Hee Opposed any UNlLiicaeaer 
formula otner than JU.N. SUDeCCLVISEQ <Ife€e¢ Gexeme 
elections held ir the South and the North. 


September €, 13iete-—— 


North Korean Vice-Premier Kim Kwang-sor demanded the 
nudii£ica ti onwot ee we U ae resoluticns or tne KGaea 
guestion and a joint ccniference Or South ana lemmas 
Korean political parties to discuss ways to unify the 
ccuntry free of cutside intervention. 


Cctoker 17, 1966-- 


The ROK Foreign Ministry issued a uUNnLETICation wae 
Farrer upholding the princisle “oz U.N Stpenpvitee 
all-Korea general electicns proportionate tO inci 


EGLUla tion: 


March 1, 1$€8-- 


The EOK National Unification Board was eEStablmeneweee 
develop and coordinate Unteicationdee: wore 


AUg US Uae ge 70 — 


President Park in a Liberation Jay address caiied ft 
Feaceful competition in déveiopment, CcCoLrserucu sc) eee 
creativity retween the Scuth and North. 


3+ QQ 


Car ty 


AUGUStwi2, lg? 


[Tr Choi Doo-sun, PreSident of the Repubiic of kerea Feed 
Cross, proposed to the North Korean Pec Cross that tie 
Red Cross societies in the two sides orf Koréa jointly? 
ipiec 2 a Ge mea Gampal,n 0. (seamen Brac tne families 
Gispersed throughout the Sollta and Moemer- 


iat D rays 


August Si 137. — 


The North Korean hed Cross announced Its acceptance ln 
Frinciple of the Republic of Korea National Recycaeee 
proposal for the family search campaign. 


SCD Cemb cme O ig ala 


First preliminary meeting of the South-North fed Gua 
conference opened at P*tanmunjon. 


oe 
Fresident Park sent Lee Hu-rak, then directer of the 
Central Intellicence Agency, to P'yongyanc, “as eee 
secret enissary to meet with Kin Il-sSung in an attedpE 
to create dialogue between the two sides. 
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fees, i197 2-— 
Pupiodey, dl Ge secretly Sent, Park Sung=chul to Secul in 
return for Lee Fu-rak's visit. 


mypy 4, 1972-- 


Seoul and P'tyongyang announced the South-North 
Ccmmunigue, in which the two sides vowed to suspend 
slandering and defaming each other and promote 
exchanses. Meevy we aeaOud gree tor create a2 Soutch-North 
Coordinating Committee and open a direct 


Seoul-Ftyongyang telephone line. 


Ragst 11, i972-- 
The preliminary meeting of the South-North ked Cross 
conference came to an end. 


erst 22, 197/2-- 
Seoul and P'tyongyang issued statements guaranteeing the 
personal safety of those who travel across tke truce 
line to take part in fuil-dress Red Cross meetings to 
ke held in Seoul and P'tyongyang alternately. 


Paes t 25,197 2-- 
The first full-dress meeting of the North-South ked 
Cross Conference opened ia Ptyongyang. 


Sepeenber 12, 19 /72-- 
The second meeting of the Red Cross Conference opened 
om. seoul. 


Seeorer 12, 1972-- 
The first meeting of the co-chairmen of the South-North 
Coordinating Comgittee opened at Ptanmunjon. 


Novemkrer 2, 1972-- 
The second co-chairmerts meeting of the South-North 
Coordinating Committee opened in Pyongyang and adcpted 
the Agreed Minute on the Formation and Operation of the 
South-North Coordinating Committee, and an agreement on 
the suspension cf propaganda broadcasts against each 
cther. 


Novemter 30, 1972-- 
The South-North Coordinating Committee (SNCC) was 
fermally inaugtrated and held its first meeting in 
Seoul. 


toe nt 10, 1973-- 


The first Executive Council meeting oz the SNCC crened 
at Franmunjon. 


lee 


June 


June 


June 


July 


10 


Pi ycngvang reopened, for a while, propaganda Drosace7ee. 
across the truce line, violating the frofasanda suspen 
sion ayreement. 

23g oa 

Fresident Park declared the Special Foreign Polrevuiies 
Peace and Unification, in whicn ne called for reacerul 
coexistence between the North and the South fendin; 


National unification, and diselosed His 1litenticsen . 
te cppese Pryonsgyang's ertry irto the Unitec Natl ome 
it would not favorably affect conditions Zor Feaeeuee 
UvLLicatrone 


Pe i ay 


267 eee 
Flycngyang rejectec any Simuitancous AtEey ints wee 
Unitea Nations EY Nosth andysourpne. one 


ad 


LO eso 

The seventh meeting of the Soutkh-North Red Cress 
Conference openec in Pfyonsyany; the North X.5<2angeee 
Cross rejected the KOK ked Cross proposal trat thou 
Sides exchange srou,s of visitors to ancestrai graves 
in the South and North. No date was Set for the next 


meeting. 


August 2&,.19/73-~— 


Kim Young-joo, Ftyongyang-side co-chairtian of theses 
arncunced P'yonscyang'S  Eoycott of the North-S¢aoe 
dialogue. 


AUG tS tes ee oe 


Ie Ru-rak, Seoul co-chairman of the SNCC CenhCitimeee 
Ptyongyang's unilateral suspension or tie dialogue; ami 
demanded itS lmmediate resumption. 


Novemrer 16, 1973-- 


In a message delivered to the Soutnh-side or the Ercc, 
F'ycngyang demanded aS preconditions to a resine? 
dialoyue, repeal of the Special Foreign Policy aro: 
Feace and unification and release of all CcmmuList 


Erisoners. 


Decemkter 13, 1973-- 


Iee Bcm-sok, chief delegate of the ROK REcd Cro 
cailed for an early resumption of the South-Norcth 
Cross meetinjs,in a message to his Ptyongyang coun 
fart. 
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Sear y 18, 19749=-- 


Fresicent Park froposed, Pei Oweet Cau k eas CCNLer= 
Cicero lCmeCOnc WUSTONwored —SOuUta—-TOLEn 2on-agcressicr 
agreement. 
weanuary 26, i1974== 
HOGOR 2Ruyd, pYyengyang 


In a editorial or the Rkodong Shi 
rejectea President Park's offer o 
agreement. 


a Pi, = ajyress1lon 


fay 2S, 1974-- 


The deleyates meeting of tne South-Yorth Fes Cross 
Conference wound up seven rourds of contacts, nee! 
Sgibce Crom rOld Werkineg slevel. Mectings OL tiie Fei Cocse 


talks. 

wey «6©«1C, 19 74-- 
tie wha pomierh ing vleyvel Teeting (S2 tke South="cxoth fed 
Cross Conterence was held. 


amgust 15, 1974-- 


Fresident Park announced three basic orincizles fo. 
Pecdee lula vedti ou: the conclusior. Sei eee Oe 
aggression agreement, COLemMUot2 on O- Ura los yo ad 
Micstimurronm@nrmmn@rti-~South exchanges and Ccooperatic:, 


and the holding cf a free ali Korea election to achieve 
ThMebee 1G ARO Ti. 


Boowary 24, 1975-- 
The Seoul side of the SNCC protested P'yongyansz's 
Pose trom soe meme bagalda ELOalcasts. 


May 2S, 1975-- 


dhe P*yongyang side notified Seoul of its decisicr to 
EuUt= ort incefiniteiyv the Piieie ec oe hair ie nts 
Hee tiMdeocmmereesNCC OFIgGlitally set Lomita) 23, 1S75. 


July 4, 1975-- 
Fresident Park, in a statement marking tne third anni- 
ToGo sOeestncmoCutnh“NOLth Communicue, weged Pt yongeanys 
to stcp war prefarations and resume suspended dialcgue. 


March 31, 1976-- 
The KOK Red Cross proposead a meeting between the chies 
Ceiecates of the two sides to discuss the déeadlecked 
Red Cress talks. 


Reoril 7, 1976==- 


North Korea Red Cross rejected the ffer of a cuief 
delegates meeting. 
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huGUStes0 wilco] — 
Nerth Korea s€évered tne Seoul-P'yong¢gans  telerime. 
line. 


NY 


Ja Wdeey eo ee 
Fresident Park told a news conference that he would no 
cppese the withdrawai cfr U.S. GrOUWndeetmcous prc ves 
non aggression fact ke conciudec FEetween North 4 
SCULHD AObea. He also offered fooc aij1 tome Sortie 
view orf crop failures there. 


JanUa Ly e270, emloe 
nang Key~young, acting Seoul-siace “Co-ehagr ta) ee 
Sn Ce, proroseqd a discussion OL arrancezents 
concluding a nonagression agreement. 


Febr Wanye wie 
Flycngyang rejected the proposal for derate on tne icea 
cL a nen-aggression aggreemert. : 


FeDE Waa a les ee 
At the Z2ist Red Cross workirgj level ‘UZ2etinjuetns Soe 
suggested that iit P'yongyang could not age@eee tom 
helding of. the eighth full-diesss Meeting ie Saou 
ke hela in Ffyongyanj. Ihe North rejected the criacee 


Jey 2 eel 2 ee 
Cr. Main Kwan-shik, Seoul's acting c¢co-Chaitwan ema 
SNCC, denounced P'tyongyang's establisnnert of a ZIG 
tile economic sea zone. 


AUGMET “1,0 1 Sta 
Culture and Intcrmation Minister Kim Se 
BRCK, denounced P'yongyanGg* Seaacstabaa 
“eccnomic sea zcre" and "military Sea Eo 


Ong-jir ofp. 
shnent cil am 
undery ligvesas 


March 19, 1978-- 
Fi ycngyang unilaterally postponed the 26th working 
level ned Cross talks that were to take place “arch 29. 


JUN ee, 19/7 Cue 
President Park froposed the creation of a consultative 
body fer the presfotion of South-North economic cccgsenmae 
AO ils 


Aug Ustad 127 ce 
Fresident of the KCK Red Cross, Lee Ho, froyosed te ii 
North Korean counterpart to hold Red Cross talks at any 
time. 


" 
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meee ml Ss. | 1317 oi=— 
Fresident Park, ina New Year press conference, cai. 


Se 
Cm CbeemCcrh Cau tOMmmecUMe tiles Stdlemadtes Soutkh-Nortn 
talks Eetween respensirie autrorities "at any piace, at 
anytime, and at any level” without preconditions to 
discuss all proktlems pending between the two sides in 


crder to ovrevent a war ard achieve unification. 


mebrudry 17, 1975-= 
Paice NGkth=sOmrn CONta@ct in OVE a year, I[r 


pet owen merch mactungmcO-Ghaiciean ot Gane SNC, fet 
oes aku Ole with Ner th Pen oneal ROU Re re Cae ee tne 
Ponecrat! © (FOO the Unl.@ecatlor O. the Father.ai.. 
Moin cement e Oem tie Wave fOr the smesunrticnsGaotiic 
long stalled dialogue between the tro halves on in 


peninsula. 


meorwary 24, 1979-- 
PpObtcvOMmEelCldis “LEOm the South adhd tne North met at 
P'anmunjom to discuss the organization of a single 
MObedme tealimt oO “COMeEeCtS an tie S5th Worla Table tennis 


SrempTOnomimess COMO Ch leer 7ORGyanhg On April Z5, 157¢. 
Picmid toma leaned sdb tie LOURUM MecetinNag On Maxch il, 
oo Subsequently, North xorea cefus ed the eter. Ou 
Mec SOUtIENOrean teat FOr participation in the tcurzna- 
ment. 
March 7, 1979-- 

LEQ Kwan Sik Metewith the North» Koreans fcruthe 
second time in F'anmunjcn. Die liaeotated that the 
Dengeki atme MeGnen Lore theomeUniricarion Osue.e fatherlanc 
WaOomMOLNEGMNaecGerttaule Regctlaling partner ard caiied 


LOR tNeMmNoOLmal 1 Zation of the SNGC. 


g@eech 14, 1979-= 


Dr. Min met with the North Koreans for the third tine 
in Ffanmunjonm. lee Ppa Opoccdr cud eecmiicemneGr or "WOrKIL:G— 
devel officials representing tne authorities cf Ect. 


sides te held in P'anmunjem on March 28. 


Barchezs, 1979-- 
Representing tne government of the ROK, a delegaticn of 
Gaver ciomicoDyepong HOON, Vice-Mainiastere of national 
Unification, went to Ptanmunjom fora workine level 
meeting but no North Korean delegation showed u;. 


16z 


July 


July 


lps a= 


Fresicert Park and President Carter proposed the 
convening of a “"neeting of officiaibereomesent azi yeas 
Soutn and North Korea and tke United States" tc seex 


means to promote diaiogue and reduce tension in this 
Fart of the world. 


WG 4 91, SL she 

President Fark cailed oon North Korea to reoren <ne 
South-North Red Cross talks and to a@¢¢est  o2c came 
the KOK to e¢itner held talxs odetween resyfonsi 
authorities of the two Sides GF t0 AODG yt. 7a 
talks including the United States. 


December 21, 1979-- 


eo) 
EAnotos 
M Ps 
an tt 
f- 

oO 


Fresident Chol Kyu Ha, in his innaucua@as 
calied on North Korea to respond to any of thre 
ROK proposals te resume dialogue. 


“aD 


~— r= 
be We 
Vs 


January Ww, Wee. 


The Kcrean Amateur Sports Association calieae cna 
North ROLTeCAR  sCOunmbe Geamer to, Ciseuss Sout h- Pomme 
athletic exchanges and joint pabticipbation is ives 
tichal sports events. 


Jana yee SO aoe 


Fregier Li Jong-ok of North Korea sent a letter to 
Prime Minister Shin Hyon-hwack saying he would like te 
meet him in Secul, P*yongyang or apthird  Ccusere 

Nerth Korean Vice-President Kim Ii sent 71 £4ctrner 
letters to ROK ieaders calling [for a& Siomtii— ieee 
ccoference on the unification issue. 


JanWidEy 24, i9oge 


Frime Minister Shin proposed to Prenier Li of wNozrtna 
Korea the holding of prepatory mMmeetinyS of working- 
level representatives from each side to arranye a frine 
Ministers ccnference. 


bepElary 16, 1960 —— 


The first meeting of the workiny-levei delegates to 
prepare for the meeting of the prime ministers was ineéia 
at F'anmunjon. 


FED E Walt yy eels 0 —— 


ke 


Iwo direct telerhone lines were opened between Seou 
and Ptyongyang fcr the use of the working-level dele 
tions from the North and South in arranging the er 
Ministers meeting. 


ya 
ime 
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puieuse 20, 1980—— 
Pe wth  Mieetimemot tie “wolking-i1evel reoresertatives 
was held but the chief north Xorean délesate was aksent 
for reasons of health. 


pepctrember 4, 1980-— 
North Korea resumed propaganda Droadcasts across 
Pian wo Ld Oommen rte Jtly 4,9 1972 JoLnt Communi 


eeptcmber 12, 1980-= 
Fresident Lee He of the FOK Red Cross uryec the 
Korean ked Cross to resumé the plenary sessSicn c 
NOG = SOuenened  CLOSS. 


September 24, 1980-- 
Iwo days berore the scheduled 111th neeting cf the 
workinc-level representatives to prepare ‘for the rrine 
Wii ter = tan e soc th AOFedmunliateralivy dsclarec the 
Suspension of werking level contacts. 


Wecoler 37,7198 0=— 
President CHun Too Hwan urgec North Norea to Eelaa 
Frize Ministers conference. 


Serorer 10, 1930-- 
MUO the olX the Genqtess cn “the  ~North’ Korean  Sorker's 
Party, Kim il-sung ,resented an elaborate proposal to 
form aDemocratic Confederal Republic of Koryc Eut 
refused to discuss the idea with the South Xcrean 
authorities. 


Soamuary 2,198 1-= 
In ab attempt at a frreaktnarough in tne deadiocket 
dialogue, President Chun proposed in the New Year 
policy Statement and exchanye of visits by the tsp 
deaders of the South and the north "without any cendi- 
Bron cdttaecnveaquand free of any obligation ™. 


mamary 19, 1981-= 
Kim Il, chairmar of the North Korean Committee for the 
Peaceful Unification of the Fatherland, issued a state- 
ment rejecting the January 12 proposal. 


June 5, 1981-- 
In an address at the inauguration of the Advisory 
Ceincimwon feaececiul UMaitication Policy, President Crun 
proposed a summit meeting with Kim Il-sung, leaving the 
choice of time and place up to the North. 


June 1C, 193i-- 
North Korea's Rodong Shinmun (Workers Dally) and 2a 


Eroadcasts rejected the June 5 proposal. 


JUNC Wis pee ee 


Go Sango, Fresident cr the Korean Amateur Sforts 
ASSCECLAtCLON, Froposed the LOrNaAtL On, 2): LP ees 
South-North teazs to participate in internatzonae 


atilet ome Venesr 


July ieee 
Kin Il-sung rejected the January 12 and June 5 frogo- 
sals made by the RCK. 


AUG USEo, isd |] 
A joint statement by North Korea'S political pare. 
and social organizations proposed that the unification 
guestion be discussed with tnoeir South Xorean ccounter- 
Paes sed a cCcnference for the Acceleration See 
Una facatren. The present ROK government and rcolitical 
leaders were to fre excluded from the conference. 


August (ize. 1 
Kin Yongj-shik, president of the ROK dational Sed Cragame 
declared his sillingness to meet sais North) Aemea 
counterpart in ar effecrt to resume the long suspendei 
South-North Red Cross talks on the reunion of Lfarilzes 
separated by the division of the country. 


Augws @ 1s, icc ia 
President Chun, i1n a Liberation Day speech, called on 
Ftyengyang to act affiratively on ais p»re ,osais ieee 
exchange of visits and a Summit between the top leaders 
of the South and Ghe Nolen. 


AUQGUS eee ioe 
Checn Kwan-wu, Chariman of the Central Committee for 
National Unitveatmen of “fora, urged P'yongyang to 
"desist fren okfstructionist manuéeverinj and respond 
affimatively to the spirit of President Chun's two 
Froposals for a dialogue". He also offered to0,arnprarjems 
new dialogue. 


September 4, 1981-- 
The ROK Ministry of National Defense issued a statement 
urging North Kcerea to end the loudspeaker broadcasts 
against the ROK<. 
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lewmemees= 16, 196 1—-— 
re eens (Cee mOmEel (Line aman INrOrnation» Lee Kwansg-;7o 
proposed archeolcgical excnanjes with North Korea as an 
Pela i Step —Towdbams -oqger Culidrait comtacts between 
the two halves cf tne country. 


memulary 22, 19382-- 
In the New Year Policy Statenent, President Chun fut 
Loewen d coe LOERMULGEEDOR rational reconciliation leading 
Leu aenoecratieGmunhizticattor and invized P'yorgvang to 
folt 20 a Ccecnsultative Conference for National 
MewWmrn lea een tC wPCrais “dQ jOTNt Me@oQ IsSbgtutrom £Cr a 
unified xorea. 


Boweudary 1, “19 o2—- 
roe Mine Stormer Nat londleeeniticaion ~sohnk Jae-shix 
PaOros CUNEZ On SOMMGtE Ero] Sets for SoOreh-Nortkh exchange ani 
Sqoreration TOncecnlceve national reconcilidtion =reiini- 
nary to substantive progress toward unification. 


Bepruary 10, 1982-- 
Alnetilj “Ghatremar Of the Nortaehorean Committee for the 
Feaceful Unification of the Fatnerland, issued a state- 
ietueeeioetiniGe them oO. CLiCt NN OrOJeCtS aha cailing ror a 
Uitte d tI OnecOnteremee Of wPoue be oresentatives cf South 
quo eNOntThE Orbea pomilcical partires and Seeéi1al organiza- 
tions, 50 from each side, DUimexGilwdi aig most ~resent 
FOK political leaders. | 


meer uany 25, 1982-- 
irr eatl On Minister Soan pro, posed hijn-leve 
h q 
u 


UMiibeatLon Lorrula but also the “{uestion of a unitica 
ticn conference raised by North Korea. 


Mae chmz6, 1$82-- 
Via tensoOhnmurged P™ yongyang “te accept his ptrepesals 
for inter-Korear talks. 


aoe. 626 S52 = 
U.S Vice President Bush visited South Korea. He 
expressed strong support for the latest South Kcrean 
unification formula. 


tege 5, 1S82-— 
The Minister of National Unification, Son Chaeée-sik 
proposed Plot OL tin south economic excharnyes he 
actively promoted. 
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JU 6 See cere 
A Scuth Korean Presidential  €@ouncil os siis2Z5enenes 
urzged that President Chunts 16 Month woldmunigic [ae 
proposal be adopted. They alsomcadiled. or ene Qiot rae 
accept the "20 ~ilot o@ojeccts 


> 


a 
~~) 


June 9, 19582-- 
KOK Unification Minister Son in a speech at Ycungnan 
University said that frospects f0Or©r uniticatwem ~~cua 
imcrove with the death of Kin Ii sung. He also stage 
that the ROK's economic develocbment wouid be a Crivinj 
LOrGEe Ob Umea talon. 


AUGUSe 127) tee 
The Korean Naticnal ked Cross ina Statement uryec tie 
resumption of Nerth-South talxs On Wate teo: ore ae 
advccated reopening the Seoul-Pyonugyany teierphcre line 
and the function of the Jliason offices at Pannun) cae 
restored. 


AUGUS er ico —— 
The Korea Unification bank was opened in Secul Ly the 
government and fusinessmen who came Crom tne North. It 
is expected to play a ieading role in €cctomme 
exchanges with the North when Xorea is unified. 


Cctorber 41 Je2-— 
The 2nd International Workshop on Korean Unification 
crened in Seoul. 


CCtLOREE N20, ioe Z2-— | 
The Foréign Ministry..announced that it would try ea 
create an international climate that would be conducive 
to the admittance of the RCK into the United Nations. 
It alse announced that it would pursue attempts tComeeeme 
diplcmatic cross-recognition of the North ana the Omen 
Ey the United States, Japan, the UJSSR, and China. 


Cctober 27, 1982-- 
ROK Prime Minister Kim Sang-nyop, in an address tc tie 
FCK Red Cross, urged the North to come to the ccnier- 
ence table with the South. 


December 1, 1982-- 
The International Liason Committee for the Independent 
and Peaceful Unification of Korea made public a state- 
ment in Pyorgyang that biamed the U.S. and the United 
Nations for the reunification stalemate. 





Tecemter 7, 1982-- 


ECK Presw#demt Chum ODoo-hwarnr in a speech Lefcre tne 
RGWeesOry COunea 1 on Peacetul Uniftieaticn Policy charsec 
North Korea with ignoring the proposals made Ey the 
e 

South. 


Panuaty oc, ifs63—— 


The Voice of the Revolutionary Party for Peunification 
Stated that the rresence of J.5. troors in the Souta is 
the Majemse bioekmto reunification. They also charseca 
the RCK with war rreparations. 


maenudary 19, 1983-- 


RCK President Chun Dco-hwan Stated that the horeai 
guesticn should te settied througn direct negctiatrion 
Eetween the North and the South without externai inrli- 
cee. didmiem accordance with “the Srincivies cilosel= 
Geterminiation. He also called once again for a sSumait 
meeting between tne North ana the South, an arms reduc- 
tion on the peninsula, and exchanjes between the two 
Koreas. 


HebrEUary 1, 1983-- 


MOmeUMIktecatLon “inister Son Gnae-seee, Cailed for 
renewed talks between the North and the South. dHe aiso 
PEOpOSed that the Mouth and the North hold at an cariy 
date a conference of representatives of the top leaders 
ef the North and the Soutn Korean governments anda 
Eclitical leaders. He further provosed aleve act 
working-level preparatory meeting be held in Panmunion 
in March. 


meomeuary 18, 1983-- 


The NODONG SLENAUN denounced the eiforts of the Soutn to 
Teese lCmenuayainto the Ungtedmideions anu 1tS ELrtorts 
to cktain cross recogniticn of the Koreas bv the major 
rowers. 


mera. 26, 1983-- 


June 


Minister sor SPOreign ALEalrs Yi Pom-—-Sik announced tuat 
the f~rospects fcr cross recognition of the North ani 
the South by the major powers are not bright. 


Peco. = 
The NCDONG SINMUN reiterated the North's policy tor 
UnieledtPommmaiasonce aAgdin Cutlined the "ilive-roint 


Poet aOmminmeileatr on as proposed by Kim Tl-sung. 


Julje4,. 1222 —— 
Min Kwan-Ssik, the acting head oOgethe ~South “Nessa 
Cocrdinating Committee, on the l1ltt@anniversary Giga 
July 4 Communigue called for renewed taiks between the 
North and the Scuth. 


July €) \e=S 
Minister of Foreign ArfairsSel1 Pon-S ijkewannourced jaa 


the RCK will seex U.N. aid ih order’ tom resuge 
Nortn-Soutk dialcgue on the issue of separated iani- 
lies. 


Jui y* 257.0222 — 
Dr Kim Kyeng-won, ROK ambassadon Gi Jinewice.. Mee 
tion mission, called on the Norta to.) cesiuncee 
the unification issue. 


AUG US Vleet c oa 
NODCNG SINAUM reports thatethe Nottheis gillimescogee 
te Fed Cross talks wita the South on the issuevor seeae 
rated families only upon the witndrawal of Us Sceeee 
LEG Date” SO Utne 


Aug US tauren i935 
NODCNG SINMUN article Elames the South for the failure 
c£ the Red Cross talks in the eariy 1979's and the 
Sucsequent lack cf talks Since that tine. 


OCtCOCEr "tml o l= 
North Korea professes three-way teadxs with tae USS. Weare 
the South on the unification issue. 


JanUeey oe oe 
An editorial in the Korea Times guestions the latest 
North Korean peace propoesaigy The edatormalwstates ae 
the South is leery of the proposal and questions the 


Sincerity of the North since the October 3, 13es 
Froposal was given one day before the Rangoon torbing 
incident. 


Jan Uae eo oo 
North Korea restated itS proposal for three-way talixs 
cn the Korean issue and reguested a respouse fron the 
SOU thi 


les 





WamRudiye il, 1934-= 
OMe oCacLOmeiiNickcr son Cnae-Sik replies to the Nort! 
Korean call for three- way talks. His repiy guestions 
he ~Sincerityscfi the, North, relterated the Soutna's 
Eroposal for a summit Meeting, and gave support +o tne 
U.S. rejection cf the North Korean prorosal due te the 
Faliceoen wom bing. 


wanuary ii, 1984-- 


The United States proposed that four way talks cre nei: 
on the issue of Korean unification. Seem abgemres ats 
would Le tne ROK, North Kecrea, the U.S<, and tne Fic. 


SOUICEeS: Unification Zndeavors by the Beputlic 9: 
Korea, (Seoul: Korea Cverseas Information Service, 
ime Zyeana TrOreiecn Broadcast information Service, Caiiy 
Rework e season anbdsthne Paciriic, (Jew Candan €l: Newssank 
Dice). 
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